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Nee gratiiis aliqtiid vd Deo Pdtri, vel SahratOii Aoftro, vel Boc- 
trinae Ecdefiaeve Chriitianae, ejiifque celeberrimac parti, Ecclefiac 
Anglicanae, fadurum me efle eidftimo, quam Patri coelefti cui 
foil competit ju3 confdentiae leges figendi, Chiiftoque, qui unicus 
Ecclefiae dux et magifter eft, integram iBam condendi Articulos 
Fidei 'Avdrr/txr tribuendo, quam non nifi fummo Ecdefiee et Fidd 
Aoftrae detrimento, Patribus et Condlus adfcripfit non tantilm £c- 
clefia Romaiia, fed 9 qui FiCcTrfiac: Anglkinae prx ceteiis.gcoltijnos 
Filiosy immo Antiftites fe efle g^oriantur, tamen Articulo lexta 
^ufdem Ecdefiae lut palam cum Thorndido no&rate lenundanty 
aut DoArinas ayfafwf introducendo, de Sacerdotio, propria iic dic«^ 
to, de Fredbus pro mortuis cdebrandis, atque alijs ejuldem gene- 
ris permultis, eidem danculum adver£mtur, et reformatae Ecdc- 
Bx unicum Fundamcntum radidtus eveDont* Hdcc dhi maeftufque 
eoufpexi* 
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ADVERTISEMENT. 



^EVERAL odd things in thefe Papers will not be ap- 
*^ pro vad either by fhe Petitioners or their Opponents. A 
circttrnftanqe which njay ferve to convince the Reader, that 
the Author is in no very intimate conneclions with either of 
them.' They who, from a long familiarity with the faid 
Author, think they know him beft, would as foon expecfl 
he fliould'iit'down to make a Periwig, as to write upon the 
Afiairs of the Church, is they are' very Tenfible not only of 
his xonflant attention to matters of another nature, but of 
his freedom from all expecflations of being benefited to the 
valxie of Sixpence, whatever alterations are, or are not 
made, in confequence of the prefent difpute. 
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REFLECTIONS. &c. 



THE fentiments of our countrymen are fb divided 
concerning the Petition for relief in the matter of 
Subfcription, and the charadlers and views of the 
Petitioners, and fuch is the zeal and vehemence with which 
the advocates on each fide efpoufe their refpecflive parties, 
that he who pretends to write upon the fubjecfl without any 
prejudice towards one fide or the other, muft not expedl to 
be believed. For my part, I cannot boaft of being more 
difengaged from partial imprefiions than my neighbours, 
and therefore fliall not aflPedl the charadler of a Moderator 
between the litigants ; intending only in this little trad to 
make a few plain obfervations on fome matters of fadl 
which have happened within my own knowledge, and on 
the reprefentations which have been made of fome others^ 
retailed by common report. 

As far as my converfation and intercourfe with men of 
fenfe have reached, the fentiments of many on this fub- 
jedl have varied fince the debate of the fixth of February 
1772, when Sir W- m M h moved to have this Pe- 
tition received in the Houfe of Commons, There were 
auditors admitted into the Galleries on that memorable day, 
who came there for mere amufement, and with the fame 
fort of vacant curiofity (will the Petitioners forgive me for 
ftationing myfelf in that number?) which would fend them 
to any common fpedlacle of entertainment. Few of thefc 
had any other conception of the nature of the controverly, 
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than what they had picked up from coffee-houfe declama* 
tioas, which left the real merits of the caufe juft as they 
found them : and the queftion was fib far a UH>ot point widi 
the public, that, as I have been informed, policies were 
opened at the ufual places, where the Petitbn was done^ 
after fuch rates as intelligence from the knowing ones 
fuggefted to the adventurers. 

On the other hand, numbers came with the moft violent 
prepofleflions in favour of the church, whofe very exiftencc 
was by them underftood to be at iflue. The bias pf thefc 
gentlemen was not unknown to fome friends of the Petition, 
who failed not to remark in the progrefs, and particularly 
at the end ef the debate, an aftonifbjnent in thefe unfriendly 
countenances, which could only be accounted for by their 
iurprize, that fb much could be iaid for what they took it 
for granted, muft be a lofing caufe. And indeed fuch was 
the fuperiority of the fpcakers on the fide of the Petition in 
point of argument, that the enmity of many refpedlablc 
individuals, who came to the hearing with the moft hoftile 
difpofitions towards the Petitioners, was greatly abated, and, 
in fome inftances, entirely fubfided. 

The truth is, the zeal of the adverfe party broke out a 
little unexpedledly, and prevented the operation of a fort of 
parliamentary craft, often projedled by the leaders of a ma- 
jority, 'uiz. to fuffer queftions of moment, which have no 
mhufterial utility to recommend them, to die away in filence, 
with fome little fhew of a decent regard to the fubjedl, and 
the charadlers of thofe who ^fpoufe it. 

When the queftion has been alked, ^* Where would have 
" been the political inconvenience of granting the prayer of 
" this Petition?*' The anfwerhas gone upon a notion, or, 
if you pledfe, a prejudice, that my Lords the Bifliops have 
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beei> for ?t courfe of years in ftrift Alltmc^ with die con- 
dudlors of our civil affairs, and have afforded them a very 
valuable aid ia the det;en!ni]:iation of feveral quefiioms, not 
ooly fuch as more immediately refpefied the general vsrel- 
fare of the date, but fuch likewife as vvcrc relative to mini- 
fterial pow^r^ aod. took their rife from v&y in&rior coni- 
^derations. 

" An Alliance ^^ fay thefe anfwerers, " g^ves us the idea 
" of fovenants^ and of reciprocal obl'^ations. And one can- 
*' not wonder, that, where this v^erable corps imagine 
** thcmfelves to be interdled, tlieir AUiet fhould adopt their 
^* fenfe of things, and employ their whole influence to ao- 
^^ commodate fo confequential a band o£ Auxiliaries/' 

Whether this hypothefis ia well founded or not, it was 
generally underftood, that,, with refped to this Petition,, 
their Lordihips were parties on th^ one fide, and the Peti- 
tooners on the other.. There are not many in the lower,, 
or even in the middle clades of our people, who, confider- 
ing the diflance at which they are kept by their ecclefiaftical 
fuperiors^ can pretend to form any accurate, judgment on 
the proprieties in the epiicopal charadler.- Some how- 
ever there are, and a few of thefe prociwed admittance into- 
the Gallery above mentioned, on the day of Trial. One 
of them, as the audience was departing, afked an anti- 
petitioning dignitary, vrith an inimitable archnefs of afped^, 
whether he thought their Lordihips would fubfcribe to 
every thing their Advocates below had advanced in fup- 
port of their caufe ? 

What reply was made to dus, I could not hear ; but I 
have been fince informed, that their Lordfhips were fe little 
edified by ibsoe of the like modes of defence, retailed in 
pamphlets and news-papers, previous to thde more fole^m^ 
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debates, that they found themfelves obliged to declare, the 
writers had no commiflion from them, and wifhed thenr 
zeal and their knowledge had been more equally matched. 

The Englilh have been called a nation of QmjeSlurers. 
Give them but one fadl for a datum^ and they will build 
an hundred upon it, fome of them founded upon a bare 
poffibility, among others which have a better chance to be 
brought into exiftence. The fadl to be accounted for on 
this occafion, was, the hoftility of the leading Paftors of a 
Proteftant church to a meafure which fo many wile and 
good men have highly approved, and even demondrated to 
-be juft and reafonable. 

That clafs of our fellow-ftibjedls which minifterial deri- 
fion ftigmatifes with the name of patriotic ^ hath more than 
once infinuated, that the intrigues of the cabinet have a 
plain tendency to arbitrary rule. On every manoeuvre of 
that complexion, the clerical powers in AlliancCy will of 
courfe be called upon to execute their part of the conven- 
tion. Their province, upon fuch emergencies, will be, to 
keep religious enquiry within its due limits. " If men are 
" left free to Ijpeculate upon the. genuine principles of chrif 
" tianity," fay the Politicians, ** they may come to ftumble 
" upon maxims too favourable to their civil rights and pri- 
** vileges. Ye therefore "who have the Watch^ make it as Jure 
" as you cany 

To confirm this conjedlure, the four laft years of Queen 
Anne are appealed to. The politicians of that period had 
an objedl in their eye which would eflFedhially have fuper- 
feded the bill of rights, and the proteftant ad of fettlement. 
The majority of the cloth, faithful to the Alliance^ were 
their cordial cooperators. The part afligned them was to 
Jbend the necks of the people to jhc hierarchical yoke, by 
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way of fuppling them to the political one. Inftances of their 
induftry ia this department will be remembered, without 
quoting particulars. " And though," fay the Conjeflurers^ 
•* the facerdotal fpirit was under rebuke during the reigns of 
" the two immediate fucceflbrs of Queen Anne^ it was nei- 
*' ther idle nor improvident, but kept its muniments in ex- 
** cellent prefervation, againft the time when it might more 
" openly pretend to the patronage and protedlion of the civil 
" powers." 

I wiflx I could treat thefe fpeculations as the mere dreams 
of a party ; and I certainly fliould do it, were there not too 
much verifimilitude in more recent events, to juftify an in- 
quifitive writer for rejedling the hypothefts. 

There are few paffages in the New Teftament, which have 
employed my meditations more, than that prophetic notice 
given by old Simeon *, Luke ii. 25, that the thoughts of ma-^ 
ny hearts fhould be revealed in confequence of the miflion of 
JefusChri/l. 

Government ecclefiaftical has been fo managed in thefe 
latter ages, even in Proteftant churches, as to tempt many 
capable readers of the Bible, to fufpedl a tendency in it to 
exclude that kind of rule which Chrift and his Apoftles 
have prefcribed to their fucceflbrs in the province oi feeding 
the flock of God. 

Our common people have been the lefs aware of this en- 
croachment, as great pains have been taken to teach them 
from their infancy, that not only an authority to teach 
was left: to church-governors, by the founders of the (^hri- 
ftian religion, but an authority to prefcribe modes oi faith 

♦ Not the Simeon, who in the St. James's Chronicle of Feb niary 8, 1772^ 
ailed the thirty-nine articles the TYE-WIGS of the Church. 
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and xvor/hipj in all cafes where they flxould find it expo- 
dieat. 

There is a certain fort of men appearing among us at par* 
ticular intervals, who, when they get a Neiv Tejiamcnt into 
their hands, w/// be telling the world what they find in it, 
though it is ever fo contrary to the bon ton. Among others 
of this difpoficion, may be reckoned, John Milton, John 
Locke, Samuel Clarke^ and Benjamin Hoadley ; the laft of 
whom is fuppofed to have greatly contributed, in his day^ 
to keep the hierarchical maxims of the four loft years above 
mentioned, much in the fliade, by confronting them with 
the genuine documents of the facred writings. 

But he was mortal, and fo were his political patrons, and 
^boiit the time of his demile, certain geniufes arofe, who, 
by putting fome of their own old wine into his new bottles^ 
amufed the world with a kind of half-chrijlianity, which kept 
things pretty well in petto, till the tafte of the world was 
prepared for a more complete adulterafion. 

But within thefc laft ten or twelve years, fbme men of 
more courage than difcretion, have undertaken to examine 
tjiis heterogeneous fyftem with preciiion, and in the courfe 
of the proceis, ieem to have found reafbn to go farther than 
even Dr. Hoadley had ventured : namely, to contraft the a(^ 
fumed powers of church and ftate in alliance, touching the 
impofition of fiibfcriptions to human creeds and confeffions, 
with the genuine rules of government exhibited in the fcrip- 
tures, and occafionally acknowledged by the church of 
England itfelf. 

Here the lurking fpirit of church domination broke forth 
in all its glory. In truth, the provocation was intolerable* 
Matters^ were going .quietly on, in the moft favourable man- 
ner for the great caufc of the Alliance. ' The good Proteftant 
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people of England, had patiently fuffercd themfelyes to be 
told, that no chriflianity is authentic, which is not taught 
in the forms of the church of England. They had patiently 
fufiered themfdves to be told, on another hand, that Reli*^ 
gion is an Engine contrived to keep the people in fubjedlion, 
and that no body knows how to work it but the Clergy. 
And laftly, the good Proteftants of this kingdom received in- 
formation, and that from an authority it became them not 
to queftion, that Popery was become ?ininoffmJtve fyftem, and 
that the vigilance of their Paftors, heretofore fo folicitous to 
guard againft its influence, might now be better employed. 

When the ancient church-fyftem was fo hopeftilly re- 
viving, and gradually gathering ftrength, when the jeft^ at 
Faljlc^e fays, nvas Jo forward^ and a-foot too^ what could 
be more vexatious, than for thefe impertinent fcripturifts to 
pretend to lay open its deformities to the meaneft of the 
people ? 

The alarm however being taken, champions in abundance 
arofe to chaftife thofe retrograde fbns of the church. Cham- 
pions indeed of diflFerent compleidons, and confcquently not 
uniform in their defences* Some adopted the political reli- 
gion of Hobbes. Others drew their arguments from the tra- 
ditional teftimonies of the independent powers of the Hier- 
archy ; many of thefe were volunteers. They wha wrote or 
publilhed by canimi/Jim^ generally trimmed between the two, 
and were inceflantiy drawing back with one hand, the con- 
cefTions -they had given up with the other, with a view, it 
ihould feem, of magnifying the moderation of thofe who fct 
them to work, at the expence of their confiftency. 

The countenance of fuperiors could not keep thefe per- 
formances in credit. Common lenfc was difgufted with the 
ibphiftry employed in them, and liberal minds were in pain 
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for the confequences of adopting it as part of the public 
fyftem. And this probably (for I am in no fecret of this fbrtl 
gave the hint, that the cafe being now before the public, a 
proper time was at hand to attempt a deliverance from a 
bond, which, befides being contrary to the didlates of Chri- 
ftianity, and the conceflions of aur proteftant church, could 
no longer be fubfervient to the purpofes of uniformity, as 
they who laboured to fupport it, were themfelves fo incon- 
fiftent in their fchemes of reconciling the injundlion to aiiy 
principles of reafbn or juftice. 

Why the Petitioners chofe the method of applying to the 
Houfe of Commons in the firft inftance, I can offer nothing 
but conjedlures : and thefe I muft poftpone, till I have at- 
tempted to account for another appearance, and to difcover 
fome reafbn why our ecclefiaftical governors, who have fb 
long affedled the character of moderation^ fhould, upon oc- 
cafion of this Petition, be fo far furprifed out of their ufual 
frefence of mindj as to make no fecret of their enmity to it. 

From the moment an intimation was given, that fuch Peti- 
tion was intended, the emiffaries of thofe who lay claim to 
orthodoxy as their peculiar, endeavoured to load thofe who 
fhould be concerned in it, with every evil imputation that 
a malignant heart could harbour. At firft, this was a pofiula- 
turn ex hypotheji: but it has been continued even to this hour, 
when the Petitioners are better known. Not one of them is 
allowed to have adled from a principle of confcience, though 
it is fo hard to fay, what elfe could fet them to work. If I 
am rightly informed, a great part of them are men of re- 
fpedlable fecular connexions, and might hope, by the inte- 
reft of their friends and patrons, to rife to as comfortable 
and honourable preferments as the moft of thofe who draw 
the pen againft them. Would fuch men cut the grafs un- 
der 
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der their own feet, without any motive confiftent with 
common fenfe? 

Though I am a ftranger to almoft every Bifhop upon the 
bench, I will venture to aflSrm, that their Lordfliips have a 
better opinion both of the fenfe and integrity of the Peti- 
tioners. Some of them are authors, and by what I have 
feen of their compofitions, their Lordfliips are incapable of 
being impofed upon by the reprefentations of thofe very in- 
different writers, who retailed this calumny to the public. 

So however it fell out, and the general cry was, ** The 
•* Petitioners are endeavouring to ruin the EJiabliJhment ^ a 
complex and equivocal term, which fome are unable, and 
others too indolent, or too artful, to analyfe. The herd of 
our conformifts take it to mean the flones and timber of a 
Cathedral j and to fpeak the honeft truth, they, who ufe 
the word in another fenfe, and afcribe thefe lethiferous con- 
fequences to an alteration of fubfcription to the thirty-nine 
articles, or even to the fubflitution of the fcriptures for the 
articles themfelves^ are very little wifer, or elfe not half fa 
honeil. 

Dignitaries indeed, of fome gravity, have aflertcd, that 
whatever the incentionof the Petitioners might be, this ruin 
of the Eftablifhment would be the effed of executing their 
plan. But not one man in ten could believe they were in 
earneft, till one of them undertook to give the proof in 
form. 

This learned divine, however, wanted tvjo pojiulala to make 
way to his point, which perhaps he might not fo eafily ob- 
tain. What thefe were, fliall be oblerved by and by.— But 
the conclufion being obtained, it was natural enough to 
alk, what was to be fubftituted in the place of the EJlabliJh- 
;7/«i/?—. Why — they knew not well what— CONFUSION 

B was 



Digitized by 



Google 



( 10 ) 

was the matte de guerre — and Qmfufion^ it feems, ftood for 
Popery J Presbyterianifmy Mcthodifm^ Ariani/m^ Sociniani/m^ and 
yrhat not. 

I cannot recollec5l that the Petitioners have taken any ex-» 
traordinary pains to filence thefe clamours. They are the 
clamours of an uninformed multitude, by which none will 
be influenced, but fuch as idolize the mere word E/fabli/h-* 
menty and, in complaifance to Dean Tucker^ will look at no- 
thing but through his fpedacles* It is well known to all 
men with their eyes open, that Popery^ Presbyterianifm^ Me- 
thodifm^ Ananifm, Socinianifm^ Dei/in^ Sec. ffourifli fufficiently^ 
ibme of them in the very b:>fom of the Eflablifhment, others 
in fpite of it. The powers in being could not want the 
means of dealing with them in time and place, if there were 
not confiderations that over-rule their inclinations to fupr 
prefs them, if any fuch they have j and hence I conclude, 
that however thefe popular clamours may accommodate the 
Eftabliihment in view of this Petition, the Confufton^ as it 
is ftated by the Dean of Gloctjler^ is not the thing which 
dlfpofed my Lords the Bilhops to oppole it. 
. Time, which brings moil things to light, has at length 
given us a peep at the true fecret. The world, till very late- 
ly, had heard but of Thirty-nine Articles of the church of 
England. We are now told of a Fortieth^ confiding, in- 
deed, only of two words, but thofe of more worth than 
any two thoufand, if fo many are to be found in the re- 
maining Thirty-nine. 

Thefe two words are, PUBLIC PEACE, which, for the 
prefent, we will fuppofe to mean, the peace of church and 
ftate in Alliance. 

There are many good things in the Thirty-nine Articles, 
among others that are fufficiently exceptionable. We are 
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told rfiat the Eftabllfliment cannot flibfift withovit fubfcrip- 
tion to aU and every of them. I don't, however, recolIe<5l any 
Law by which the prefiding officers in the church are obliged 
to fubfcribe them, and yet. the nature of the cafe would fcem 
to fuggeft, that the more important the charge, the more 
neceflary to take ample fecurity for the due execution of it. 
Shall we fay, that a full AJfent and Qmfent to this Fortieth 
Article, either exprefled or underftood, is a fufficient pledge 
for their adherence to the eftabliflied faith ? Be it fb ; 1 can- 
not think, however, that our R. R. Paftors would abandon 
the whole Thtrty^nine for the fake of the Fortieth. 

When we confider the tranfitory nature of the fafliion of 
the world, and even of thofe things in it which are called 
Eflahlifhments^ we can depend upon no human provifions 
for the perpetuity of them* The time was, when a Britifh 
Parliament had their objedl'ons to the Thirty-Jixth of our 
prefent Articles^ and thought the public peace required a 
pretty remarkable contravention to its contents. Should 
fuch an exigence happen again, I cannot but believe my 
Lords the Bifliops would think the fupport of their calling 
worth a little contention, more particularly, if a mode of 
confecration, which would let mere Prefbyters into all the 
privileges of a prelacy, fhould be the Noftrum in vogue. I 
am convinced too, that their Lordfhips would rifque fome- 
thing to keep out the fond things of Popery, particularly that 
^ery fond things the waiting for their Bulls and their Pall 
from the Bifhop of Rome. 

Upon this view of things, I may, perhaps, be allowed to 
venture a {hort comment on this Fortieth Article of the po- 
litician's religion, 

*' This Petition, if admitted," it is faid, " would break 
** the public peace. The Bilhops are againft it, not particu- 
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** larly on account of its intrinfic demerit, but of its tcndcn- 
** cy to diftUrb the peace of the publiCy which the terms of a 
" certain paBum conventum requires them to preferve at all 
** adventures/' 

This circumftance leads us to confider, in what refpe<5ts 
the public peace would be affefted by granting the prayer 
of this petition. And firft df the Public Peace of the State ; 
how the public peace of the Church would be hazarded by 
it, Ihall be confidered in its place. 

I have heard fo much of the good fenfe of Lord Norths 
and particularly of his dexterity in extricating himfclf from 
the difficulties incident to his high ftation, that I muft pre- 
liime he is particularly attentive to the prudential meafures 
.of his Predeceflbrs in the fame department, and confequent- 
ly to the condudl of the late Lord Orford on an occafion 
iimilar to this on the carpet. 

' When his Lordlhip, then Sir Robert Walpoky was folicited 
by the Proteftant Diflcnters to promote the repeal of the 
Teft Aft, fo far as related to them, he faw the righteouf^ 
nefs and found policy of the meafure, with fiill convic- 
tion, and would have been led to it by his own difpofi- 
tion, could he have confidered himfelf as unconnefted with 
his particular fervice to Government. He law the ex* 
pedience of ftrengthening the hands of the King and his 
real friends, by providing a balance againft the malignity 
of Papifts and Jacobites. But there was then a Mongrel fac- 
tion on foot, in no finall credit with the populace, the lead- 
ers of which profeffed themielves to be whigs in ftate mat- 
ters, and tories in the concerns of the church. Among 
thefe was a large majority of the clergy. What their tenets 
were, may be learned from the pamphlets of thofe times, 
particularly from the trcatife of the late Bifhop ElUs^ upon 
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the (ubjeift of the Teft. In contemplation of what he had 
to exped from that quarter, the Minifter thus befpoke the 
Petitioners of that day. 

** Gentlemen^ you are too faft friends to his Majefty and 
** his Government, not to wilh his minifters may be as lit- 
" tie incommoded as poffible by the fcditious clamours and 
*^ pradlices of thofe who bate both you and us. The prefent 
" diipofition of the clergy, particularly thofe of this city, is 
*^ fufficiently open to your obfervation. It is as much as 
•* we can do to get them to hold their tongues, by foothing, 
humouring, and occafionally preferring them, now that 
* no umbrage is given them. What do you think would 
** be the cafe, if by the repeal you fblicit, we fliould open 
^* fifty mouths in fifty pulpits every Sunday, againfl the 
** King and his minifters, upon the pretence of their endea- 
** vouring to ruin the church V* 

I doubt not but Sir Robert had a copious lift of reverend 
declaimers on this topic to exhibit, not more copious, how- 
ever, than Lord North might procure at this period in a ve- 
ry few hours, from gentlemen well informed of the fenfe of 
the leading churchmen of the times. His Lordfhip, indeed, 
feems, by an expreffion hereafter to be noted, to be in pof^ 
ieflion of a more numerous catalogue than even Sir Robert 
himfclf. The Rutherfordiansj the Balguijls^ the Ibbetfoniansy 
the Powellites^ the TuckerianSj the Madanites, the TopladianSy 
&c. &c. &c. make up no defpicable combination, not to 

mention my Lord of L ^S' Phalanx, who occupy the city 

pulpits as body guards in ordinary to the ruling fyftem. 

I do not believe that, if the prayer of the Petition had been 
granted, above half a dozen of thefe would have joined Mr* 
Romaine in his refolution, never mare to mount a pulpit j and 
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it jnay be cafily canceived, what the weddy declamations a£ 
men fo heated and irritated by difappointmenty might have 
eflFeiSled towards the downfal of thofe in power, who thus 
prefumed to provoke, what Sivift calls, the Sacred Order. It 
is well known what impreflions the fuperftitious grimace of 
external forms, and the enthufiafm of inward light make 
upon the vulgar, in their feparate operations ; what then 
inuft be their eflPedl when their forces are combined^ and 
pointed with vengeance at the devoted head of a Minifter ? 

Add to all this, that the queftion had been argued upon 
the foot of civil utility, not indeed originally by the Peti- 
tioners, who only followed whither their adverlaries chole to 
lead them. The Ratherams^ the Balguys^ the Forfters^ and 
the Tuckers^ were the men, who, under the condudl of an 
eminent leader, brought crude politics into the difpute, and 
from their attachment vto this topic, it might be concluded 
a priori^ that it was too precious to be parted with, if Statef- 
men and Magiftrates fhould difoblige them. 

The ingenious Gentleman, therefore, who brought to 
light this Fortieth Article, fhould have fet the faddle on the 
right horfe, and have told the company who they were, 
who would have the firft fcruple to fubfcribe it. Not, fure- 
ly, the Petitioners who obtained the relief, and whofe prin- 
ciple view in feeking it, was to becalm this boifterous fpirit 
of contention in their high-church brethren, and whofe fuc- 
cefs could not poflibly have worfe confequences, with refpedl 
to diverfities of opinion, than are already produced by the 
different judgments exhibited in the writings and preachings 
of thofe, who fubfcribe the thirty-nine Articles without any 
fcruple whatever. 

For my own part, I have that opinion of the good fenfe 
and enlightened minds of many of our prefent Prelates, that 
I am obliged to believe, if there could have been any fecu- 
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rity grveafor the eftablifhment of this Fortiirth Article, they 
would not have oppofed the prayer of this Petition. Few of 
them indeed have given us any explicit opinion on the fub- 
je<5t of it, and I draw my conclufion only from the tenor of 
their paftoral admonitions, which when their Lordfhips hav« 
thought proper to touch upon thefc late calls for reforma- 
tion, have, fo far as I can learn, chiefly turned upon the 
tendency oF Innovations to confufion and diforder *. 

As the cafe has been ftated above, ijt may perhaps be faid^, 
** that the influence of their Lordfhips, whether in conle- 
* quence of their fmiles or their frowns^ would have check*^ 
** ed the zeal and infolence of fuch of their fubalterns as 
** might be difpofed to cxprefs theif difcontents at the fuc- 
" cefs of the Petitioners/' But their Lordfhips would have 
had the example of an Hoadley before their eyes, and per- 
haps of one or two furvivors in their own body, whofe lawn 
could not proteA them from the flridlures of their inferiors, 
the moment they left the beaten track of cflablifhed fyflem. 
The benefit of eflablifhing this Fortieth article cxclujiveif,^ 
was well underflood during the lafl pontifical reign. For 
this blefled purpofe, the fpiritual Head of the Church, con- 
defcended, as we are told, to become a ReiAeiver f , parti- 
cidarly of theological novelties, which he likewife took other 
forts of pains to fbangle in the birth. Concerning which 
piece of ecclefiaflical policy, it has been whifpered, the book- 
fellers of London and Wejtminfter could, if they would, givcj 
us fbme curious anecdotes %. 

• Scf the laft SermoD before the Lords^ January 30, 1772. 

+ Sec the Preface to Junius* s Letters, publifhed in oftavo, 1771. 

X Sometimes the fccrct tranfpircd». 1. e. when care was not taken to divld©^ 
the Mv/h-nwiey properly. The late Anireoi Millar had two or three entcrtaiib. 
ing Aories on this fubje£k. tkiibci was the moral Mr. RUhardfm unconfciona^ 
of the praOicc 
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I liave remarked above, what pains have been taken to 
jreprefcnt the Pctidoners as men of no principle, as men of 
the word defigns with refpedl both to church and (late. 

It was well for thefe Orators, that they were not called 
upon to fupport their accufations by competent proof before 
a legal tribunal. In the mean time their infinuations were 
of infinite fervice to the good caufe. Had the ^ood people 
of England been fufiered to perfuade themfelves, that the 
Petitioners are men of ferious piety, and unfpotted probi- 
ty, who had nothing in view but the liberty of regulating 
their inftrudlions by the plain dilates of the ^written ivord^ 
it mud be confefled there were confequences in view not very 
edifying to thofe Gentlemen, who are fo much enamoured 
with peace and quictnefs. 

'One eflFe<5l of peace and quietnefs is faid to be, a very 
confiderable increale of Popery. For proofs and inftances 
of this, we have been referred to every city and market- 
town where there is a mafs-houfe, and to the environs of the 
manfion of every Roman-catholic Lord and Gentleman in 
the kingdom. 

Public peace hath likewife produced fbme other blefled 
efie(fls, fuch as a multiplication of benevolent aflbciations at 
Ranelagbj Sohoy Oxford roady &c. &c. where however it has 
been faid, the morals of many who attend them have ac- 
quired a taint, not very confident with the purity of the re- 
ligion they are fuppofed to profefs. And hints have been 
thrown out, that however the peace of the public might be 
undidurbed by thefe Aflemblies of good company, that of 
private families owes them notliing on that fcore. 

It may be fuppofed, that to jprovide corredlives for thefe 
bagatellesy would interrupt the important meditations of 
ilatefmen upon plans of government of ten times the confe- 
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qucncc to thcpublic ; and it might be deemed great cruelty 
to break in upon the rcpofe of a contemplative ecclefiaftic, 
by recommending fome particular notice of thefe little dcvi-* 
ations from the fpirit of chriftianity, while THE CHURCH 
is in no immediate danger from them. Thanks to heaven, 
there have been no Rebellions fince the year 1746, nor any* 
Earthquakes fince the days of Bifhop Sherlock^ and it feems 
to be a point of prudence and good hufbandry, to referve 
the powers of remonftrance till it fhall plcafe providence to 
call for them by fuch manifeft exhibitions of its difpleafure. 

I have met with both politicians and divines, who have 
faid with a kind of fneering complacency, that it is quite 
fufficient to turn over the infblence of Popery, and the li- 
centioufnefe of Proteftants, to the correftion of the Met ho-- 
di/is. But by the leave of thefe gentlemen, matters have 
taken a turn with refpeft to thefe zealots ; which feems to 
have diiqualified them for either of thefe provinces- A 
learned prelate of the eftablifhment hath endeavoured to find 
out the complexion of Popery, in the dodlrines and pradices 
of thefe Pietifts-,^ and Mr. Wejley^ as if he intended to fup- 
port the Bifhop's comparifon, hath patronized a tranflatioii 
of the life of the Jefiiit Javier , as a proper manual for the 
edification of his flocks 

Another Bilhop, in thcf early days of Methodifm, charac^ 
terifed the leaders as honeji madmen, who /pent all their f re 
againfi vice. His Lordlhip/ however, underftood in procefs 
of time, that they meddled with fomething elfe, and was 
put to the pains of writing a jaft volume to fet the world 
right in the dofirine of Grace y which had undergone, as he 
thought, fbmc mifi-eprefentations in the works of Mr. Wejley 
and others. 

And indeed, whatever the fire of Methodifm againft vice 
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might be in the beginning, the furnace has burnt out all 
that fort of fuel long ago. The fire is now kept alive by 
the combuftibles of a fort of controverfy, where theological 
dogmata make the blaze, with little or no fupply from 
the praSlical licentioufnefs of the times ; not to mention the 
ajffairs the Methodifts have now with the Petitioners, and 
the neceflity of lending their flioulders to fupport the Ar- 
ticles in agreement with their old friends Dr. Nonvell^ Dr. 
Randolph^ and other Doctors, whofe charges, fermons, and 
publications, would not juftify their accepting the aid of 
liich fellow-labourers, but in the prefent cafe of extreme dtf- 
trefs. 

Admitting the Petitioners to be men of fenfe and con- 
fcience, and as fiich anxious for the fecurity of the Proteftant 
religion, it is hardly to be doubted, but they are defirous 
to prevent the fatal confequences of an increafe of Pa- 
pifts, both to Church and State. It Ihould feem to be no 
light matter to Englifh Proteftants in any ftation, that his 
Majefty's fubjedls are fo frequently led aftray from their al* 
legiance to their lawful Sovereign, and taught to transfer it 
to the Bifliop of Rome. On the other hand, a proteftant 
paftor or teacher, cannot well be unconcerned, that ib ma- 
ny of his flock fhould be mifled by the artful emiflTaries of 
Rome^ from the Rock of their falvation, to the impiety of an 
idolatrous worlhip, and the bondage of a fuperftition, which 
refts folely on a blafphemous ufurpation of divine powers in- 
communicable to frail and fallible man. Hence I conjec- 
ture the Petitioners, if releafed from the bond of their pre- 
fent fubfcription, would exert themfelves in oppofition to this 
capital corruption, and vigoroufly attack Popery a funda^ 
mentis. 

But here I expeA to be told, that their objections to the 
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thirty-nine articles^ lb many of which are cxpras in cdn- 
demning the errors of Popery, is no fign of their zeal to 
fupprefs it, but rather of a contrary difpofition, as fome of 
then* adverfaries have been charitable enough to infinuate. 

But be pleafed to obferve, I fay a fundamentis ; and I 
doubt not but many of the Petitioners think as I do, that It 
is in vain to renounce the particular dodhines of Popery, 
w^hile they are obliged to aflent, that, the church hath fower 
to decree rites and ceremonies^ and authority in controverftes of 
faith. If it may be proved, that the church of England 
hath this authority* it virill be impoffible to prove, that the 
church of Rotne hath it no/, and to what purpofe is it to con- 
demn thofc fond things to-day, which may be eftabliflied by 
the authority of the church to-morrow * ? 

The nugatory and equivocal reftxidlion in the fubfequent 
part of the tiventieth Article, will not help at all to recon- 
cile this authority to the conftitution of a genuine proteftant 
church. 

Allow the church to be the ivitnefs and keeper of holy ivrit^ 
exclufive of all other witnefles and keepers, and fhe will be 
under no difficulty, in cafe of controverfies, in ivitnejjing 
and keeping her oTxm fcnfe of fcripture, fb as to (land clear of 
all repugnancy whatever. She will witnefs her own interpre- 
tations, and none others, to be true, and afcertain them by 
her fuppofed authority, to be the rule for all her members ; 
and to be fatisiied, that the church of England is not freer 
from this prefumption than any other churcli, the inquifitive 
reader may examine thofe texts of fcripture, which Rojers^ 

• It was probably on this confideration, that the late Dr. RvnJl^ fubfcnbed 
the MJb articles of religion, only fo far forth as they are opprfite to Popery, as 
appears by the Primate of Ireland^s Regifter, a copy of which was, fome years 
ago, in the bands of a worthy Prelate of the church of England. 
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an authorifed interpreter of the thirty ^mne articles, brings CD 
.prove the feveral propofitions into which he analyfes them *. 
Father Sinclair^ in his Paraphrajiic Expojition of this T^venr 
tieth Article, fetches his interpretation of thjs latter part of 
it (concerning the fif ft part he hath not the leaft objedlion to 
the literal fenfe) from St. Aujlin^ who fays, " Becaufe the 
^ holy icripture cannot poflibly deceive, whofbever is afraid 
" of being deceived, let him confult the church, which the 
" fcripture points out to him without any ambiguity." Ap- 
ply this to the church of England^ and the alternative will 
be this. If the church of England is thus pointed out as an 
interpreter of fcripture, without ambiguity, the church of 
England muft be infallible ; if otherwiie, fhe hath but an 
ambiguous right to the authority fhe claims, and they who 
apply to her for the true icaft of fcripture, may be decei- 
. ved, 

I cannot indeed conceive in what way the Public Peace of 
the State would be affeded, fhould the Petitioners, and 
others, be let loofe to expofe iht fundamental errors of Pope- 
ry to his Majefty's loyal fubjedls, in their full deformity ; 
unle£s there is fome fecret AlliancCy of which we are not a- 
ware, ftipulating, that the Papifts ihould be foothed and 
indulged in their political^ as well as their eccleftafticat o- 
pinions, and fet upon a level with his Majefty^s fwom 
lieges in every article of civil privilege. I truft they are not 

• ROGERS exhibits Ac Fourth propofitioo of the Twentieth Ankle, thw. 
^< The Church hath power to interpret and expound the word of God/' And 
for proof of it, brings Matth. xi. 27. No man knoweth the Son hut the Father^ 
neither knorweth any man the Father but the Son^ and he to whom the Son will 
reveal him. What Tight this text of fcripture gives to the propo(iti6n, would 
require the learning and authority of a whole convocation to exjriaiD. Nor do 
bis fttbfequent proofs from fcripture makes ns at all wifer. 
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yet ftrorfg enough, either in numbers, or tn property, Ifo 
conteft their claims with the prefent Government in a' mili- 
tary way ; and I cannot devife what inftingement of the 
public peace would follow from the endeavours of a protef-- 
tant clergy to prevent their growing any ftronger. 

And let us dot be too prefuming. Public Peace ^ in the 
Gentleman's idea, who would make a doftrinal point of it 
in 2L Fortieth Article, may be relative to connedlions, con- 
tra<5ls, fecuritics, and reciprocations, of which mere fpe<5la- 
tors of the vifible movements of the grand machine, can 
know nothing. 

But the odds againf I public peace, I fufpe(^, may be more 
obfervhble to a common eye, with refpeft to the other ob- 
jedl of a confcientious clergyman's oppofition, 'uiz. the *i;i- 
cious dijftpation of the times. 

Public diilipation is patronized by men of titles and eni- 
blems of great dignity among the Laiety, who may give a 
fan(5lion to what they pleafe ; and it hath been infinuated, 
that the Alliance takes place even in this department, and 
that clerks with honourable dijiin^ionsj have rendered thefe 
parties quite canonical by their prefence and conformity, 
that they might not feem to be difaflPedled to the Public 
Peace J by the lead fhew of renitency to fuch employment. 

The Methodifts, if they were difpofed to difplay their ta- 
lents once more againft the licentioufnefs of the great and 
fmall vulgar, would have little chance to be heard. Their 
zeal is intemperate, and their fentences of condemnadon 
outrageous. Not to mention, that till this execrable Peti- 
tion turned the fire-edge of the orthodox another way, our 
pulpits echoed with the moft furious invedives againft their 
herefies, delufions, and infanity ; and they had been now 
abfolutely out of credit, if one of thefe chemical occafions, 
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..which combines the moft jarring elements, had not come up- 
on the Church Militant^ znd obliged her to take in thefe Pietifls 
as affociates in their oppofition to thtJntifubfcriptionifts^ on a 
compa(5t we may fuppofe, that while the church connives 
at their Cahint/lical divinity, the methodifts fliall be equally 
tender of affronting Arminian morality. The Public Peace, 
therefore, runs no rifque from this quarter. 

It is very poflible, however, that fenfible men, who fearch 
the fcriptures with fobriety, and obferve the (hocking con- 
trariety of our public manners to the didlates of chriftianity, 
might have fbme little influence towards awakening num- 
bers of thoughtlefs mortals to a lenfe of their chriftian obli- 
gations. Their perfonal edimation, the ftrength of their 
reafonings, and the confiftency of their pra(5lical deport- 
ment, would of courfe recommend and give weight to their 
remonftrances, and might convince numbers, how irrecon- 
cileable a courfe of profligate diflipation is with the Hope 
of eternal life in the world to come. 

You will aflc, what hinders them from making fuch re- 
monftrances n(yw ? — I will anfwer your queftion. They may 
make them, and probably do make them noix) ; but while 
they lie under fufpicions of fubftribing dodlrines to which 
they cannot heartily and fincerely aflent, their hearers will 
think they have a right to conclude, that they are no more 
in earneft in the one cafe than in the other. 

It is true, the Thirty-mne Articles fay nothing for or a- 
gainft Ranelaghsy Routs^ Pantheons^ &c. &c. and a preacher 
may, confiftently enough with his fubfcription, hold forth 
the fecret and open iniquities of thefe, without forfeiting 
the reputation of an honeft man. 

But then here is another misfortune. While the Thirty^ 
nine Articles (land, as they do by the privilege of an Efa- 
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bli/hmentj upon a level with the fcriptures, and ready, npoa 
fbme occafions, even to take place of them, the parties con- 
cerned to be inftru(5ted will conclude, that whatever is not 
contradixfled in the eftablifhed rule of faith and duty, muft 
be lawful. In which conceit it is well if they are not fup- 
ported by the orations of thole of their teachers, who have 
no idea of qualms on account of fubfcription. 

" Some well-timed political panegyrick,** fays a Ihrewd 
writer, ** or fome hackneyed Effay on a branch of moral duty^ 
" glittering with antithefis, and rounded into fentences of 
*' harmonious cadence, now and then (eafbned with fbme 
** fmall comic raillery, or flight flrokes of tragic addrefs^ 
** compofe the greater part of our modern boafted pulpit 
** performances/* 

• This is bad enough, but it is worfe when our modern 
pulpit-critics undertake the province of, what they pleafe to 
call, explaining fcripture ; that is to fay, of accommodating 
the mofl important precepts in the New Teflament to the 
modes of the times, the tafle of their patrons, and even to 
the feveral corruptions in our religious eftablilhment, which 
cuftom has fandlified, which interefled churchmen indifcri- 
minately and pertinacioufly defend *, and which the conni- 
vance of civil Government will probably fufFer to proceed to 
that deplorable Crifis^ when the flate will really " have more 
** political need of the church, than the church will have of 
" the ftate ;'' — a moft infolent infinuation, for which a tru- 
ly patriotic fenate would have unfrocked the author, with- 
out troubling the convocation with tlie difcuffion of his 
theological Principles. 

If we fhould be thought to afk more than it is reafonablc 

» For a complete fpcdmcn, fee Dr. H jc's three SermODs. 
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to gr^nt, 1/iz. that the preaching of this loofe morality hath . 
afifen from a certain habit of explaining away the genuine 
fenfe of the Articles, I Ihall only fay, that this indulgence^ 
granted to public diflipation, was not the pulpit 'Ja/hian 
when it plainly appeared, that the clergy believed what they ' 
fubfcribed, and took no common pains to make every body 
elfe believe it too. Nor indeed is it at all an unnatural fup- 
pofition, that they, whofe cafuiftry upon the Articles has 
been fo fuccefsful as to turn them to the fupport of Armi-- 
nianifmy fliould be inclined, where the occafion called for it, 
to try the experiment upon the fcriptures, and give the rigid 
precept a more courteous afpedl towards the manners of the 
Epicurean. 

I will venture then to conclude from thefe premifles, that 
if ferious, learned, and confcientious men, were fet at liber- 
ty to deliver the plain documents of the fcriptures without 
difgui/e, and without the apprehenfion of being reproached, 
J^Dr contravening their previous engagements to the eilablilh- 
ed dodrine of the church, we ftiould hear much oftener 
from the pulpit of the confequences, both preferit and fu- 
ture, of our popular corruptions, to the edification, perhaps 
the canverCon of numbers, who, for want of fuch inftrudion, 
ipay be in the very gall of bitternefi^ and the bond of iniquity. 
I am apt to believe too, that the rifing generation of the 
clergy, by fetting out upon a firmer and left variable foun- 
dation than their predeeeflbrs, would fumifti the public 
with an increafe of confcienticHis paftors, who not being in- 
cumbered either with the prejudices^ the cautious timidity, or 
the courtly delicacy of modern expedants, would exert them-* 
felves with freedom and fpirit in the caufe of their religion 
and country, and endeavour at leaft to refgue them both 
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from the political as well as the evangelical WO denounced 
updh thofe ivho call evil good ^ and good eviL ^ 

And indeed, who could anfwer for the Public Peace upoii 
flich an event ? If we are to believe a fort of obfervers, who 
fbihetimes drop hint;$ for our admonition, it is a maxim of 
modern policy to amufe the common fenfe and the poweni 
of refledlion of a high fpirited people, with every kind of 
idle diverfion, accompanied with an indulgence of every 
fenfual appetite, to prevent their prying into the principle and 
tendency of the current ftate manoeuvres, and to habituate 
them to a luxurious efieminacy and indolence, deftrudlive of 
thatunderftanding, courage, and ftrength, which might roulb 
them to an adlive vigilance over their liberties, and a fpirit- 
ed oppofition to the invaders of them. This is an expe- 
dient ftrongly recommended by expert Politicians *, and 
hias been fo often found to have its effeds towards keeping 
the public peace ^ that it is yet, we may well fuppoft, among 
the firft elements in the Grammar of every able Politician. 

Upon a profpedl therefore of turning our divinity into 
another channel, (a profpedl to which they who examine 
the terms of the Petition cannot be wholly blind) the pa^ 
•ti ons of, and aflbciates in, the amttfements in vogue, cannot 
be ^thout their apprehenfions of a melancholy reverfe of 
their prefent peace and quiet. They will naturally refledl, how 
narrowly the public peace had efcaped the claws of Sir John^ 
in a late attempt upon poor Mrs Comelys^ and how likely it 
was ;at that crifis, that the letter of the laiv would be a match 
for a ftrong exertion of Patrician influence, a cafe indeed 

♦ Tyrannus viros graves ct juflos odio profequitur^ fufpeftofquc habct, ac nc 
qni tales evadant, omni arte curat. Quia vero non prius fe tutum putat, quam 
omnium mores comiperit, Popinas, Gaoests, Lupaiiaria, Ludos, ut Cyrus do<* 
maodis Sardis> inftituit. Vind. con. Tyr, ^ jU. 
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fvbidx has not lately often happened^ aiui may not fudderu 
ly happen again ; but is, however, a fufficient warning to 
Jbeware, diat the public peace may not run the like ri(que 
irom the letter of the go/pel. 

This, I apprehend, is one laudable view of propojGng this 
fortieth Article, which being eftablifhed for fubTcription, 
and the interpretation left to the Heads of the Alliance^ Fa- 
ther Philips^ and the long Baronet, may, together with their 
jrefpe(5live aflbciatcs, fit quietly down to their dinners. 

This, you will fay, may do for the State^ as^ Icmg at leaft 
as fuch temporary expedients are wont to laft. But the grand 
^ueftion is, whether this fiijgle article would do for the peace 
of the Churchy without the addition of the other Thirty-nine ? 
For it is to be underftpod, that the Church, in making her 
l>argains, is a little more provident than the State ; and ia 
the word Peace^ includes the ideas of Prosperity and Af-- 
fiuence ; whereas the Plenipotentiaries of the State^ provided 
they are not incommoded by oppofition in their own parti- 
cular departn^ent, fare extremely well, whatever little diP- 
trefles the inferior members of the State may have to com- 
plain of* 

This then is the point we have to debate with the leam»- 

ed and ingenious Dr. John Tucker the prelent Dean of GIo^ 

<ejier^ who very modeftly defires but two ^ojlulata whereon 

to ere(5l a demonftratioo, that the church of England muft 

fee abfblutely ruined, if this Petition fhould meet with flicce£u 

Undoubtedly it was in the power of Dr. Tucker's corre- 

'fpondent, to grant him wliatcver he chofe to demand. It 

is a point of friendfhip to indulge an old acquaintance in 

Tome imall reveries, which other people may think a little 

unreafonable. But as the correfpondcnt has not told us hi© 

mind upon this fubjed, it is pofEble he -may be as firmfy 
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perfuaded of the e%ftl Undency of the Dearies prtnciplea, as 
the Dean pretends to be of his. Nor ihould I be much fnr« 
prifed to find, that is really the cafe. 

The firft of thefe two Po/iulata is thns worded. " AH 
** ibcieties muft have fome common centre of unianj and be 
** governed by fome rule, either expreffcd or implied^ either 
** 'written or traditionary'^ 

It is very rare to find a general propofition advanced by 
an adroit writer of controverfy, which is free from ambi-» 
guous or equivocal terms. What is here meaiit by a corn* 
mon centre of union ? Does it fWnd for the ultimate endy for 
which all Societies are formed, or does it mean, the hmd of 
union^ or thejpecifc compaii by which the feveral members of 
particular focieties are attached to their refpe<Elive bodies ? 
or is it the fame thing with the rule by which focieties arc 
governed ? — Perhaps the Dean's fecond Pollulatum may 
clear up this matter, visi. 

" Thofe peribns who are admitted members of Jiicb focie* 
•* ties, and more efpecially thoie who propofe themfelves to 
^^ be candidates for offices and honourable diftiniiions in the 
*' fame, are to be fuppofed to approve of this rule in the 
** mrnn^ and this centre ofunion^ 'whatever it may happen to beJ* 

No. — ^We are driven to our conjedlures again. What does 
the Dean mean by Juch focieties ? He cannot mesinjuch ib* 
cieties, as all focieties, for all ibcieties have not thefe ho^ 
nourabk diftinSlions to beftow, nor are offices and honourable 
difiin^itmSf the ultimate end^ or the fpec^ bond of union^ or 
^e rule of Government in all focieties. 

To explain this myftery then, we muft go back to the 
Dean^s tid^page, and there we find, that he is writing, An 
Apokgy for the prefent Church of £ngland| as by law efior 
Hi/hcd. 

D 2 Things 
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Things begin now to brighten up. We are to under- 
ftand, that the prefent church of England, as by la^tv ejla- 
hlijhed, is one of the fuch focieties here intended, and the 
Church of* -Ew^Awii, not as confifting of Pajiors and Peo- 
ple, but as wholly compofed of Clerks, or clerical per/ws, 
whofe common centre of union, confidered as the ultimate end 
of her incorporation, are offices and honourable diftinSlions, and 
^hofe common centre of union, confidered as xhtfpecifc com- 
pa6l upon which admittance is to be gained into the fociety,- 
is Subfcription to the Thirtynine Articles of religion. 
- In fuch fbciety, the lay part of the people, as fuch, have 
neither part nor lot. They are not admitted to be candi- 
dates for offices or honourable difin^ions in it, nor are they 
required to approve of the common centre of union of fuch 
Ibciety, by their Subfcription. 

Now this, I apprehend, the Petitioners will think a very 
unreafonable Poflulatum. They will be apt to fay, that th« 
account the Dean gives here of his Church of England, is 
very different from the account that their Church of England 
gives of herfelf. 

The Dean's forecaft in keeping his particular fociety out 
of fight as long as he could, was not needlefs. He might 
have been aflced prematurely, whether the Rule by which 
this his fuch fbciety is governed, is expreffed or implied, ivrit^ 
ten or traditionary. Much may depend upon thefe circum- 
ftances. A Rule adopted by way of implication, may be 
founded in a wicked combination of interefted iaterpretera. 
A Rule adopted from tradition, might originate in the whim 
of fomc crazy bigot, or dreaming vifionary in the midnight 
of monkery. It behoved the Dean however, to be expli-s* 
cit on this head, at his fetting out, the rather, as the 
Church of England^ with which the Petitioners pretend to 
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be concerned; gi^es, as I faid, a very difFerent account of 
herfelf, 'uiz. 

** The vifible chiwch of Chrift, is a congregation of faith- 
ful men, in the which, the pur^ nvord of God is preached, 
and the facraments be duly adminiftred, in all thole 
" things that of necefEty are requisite to the fame/' 

In this definition, the laity are comprehended as well, as 
the clergy. If, with refpedt to fuch a congregation, the. 
ab(lra(5l term, a centre of uniony has any meaning, it muft 
have immediate relation to this preachitig of the pure nvord 
of God y and the due admmiftration of the facraments ^ and in. 
thefe th^ laity have an important intcreft. It is in thefe. 
fundamentals^ that the prefent Church "of England, nx hy la^io 
efablifhed^ grounds her claim of being a 'uifible church of 
Chrifi } and whatever the fociety which excludes them may^ 
be befides, it can have no title to that denomination. 

A morole logician might therefore fay, that the Dean^ io' 
this fecond Pqftulatum^ begs the very thing in queftion be- 
tween him and the Petitioners. But I am of opinion, Tiis 
Reverence may, with a little nlanagement, fave his Poftu-- 
latum and his Orthodoxy too, by the limiting words in the 
main. He approves i)xt centre of union of the Church of 
England in the main^ but referves to himfelf the liberty of 
diflenting from the firft paragraph of this Nineteenth Article^ 
as it takes in incompetent and unqualified members, and refers 
to a rule of government ^ wherein no mention is made of thofe 
honourable dijlinilions. 

Some have imagined, that the worthy Dean, mifled by 
his meditations on trade j had conceived, that the centre of 
union in the Church of England, might be fimilar to the 
centre of union in the Eajt-hdia Company j and that full of 
that idea, he had overlooked the claim of the church, to 
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J3C a vijible church of Cbriji uztder the dire<9:ioli 6f the pure 
nvord of God. 

" I own I am not of that opinion. I am perfuadcd he was 
well aware of that circumftance ; and knowing that others 
had gone before him in this warfare, who had made con* 
ceffions at their entrance, which had fct them fadl in their 
progrefs, he was determined to avoid that inconvenience at 
dll events. 

The late Regius-Prof ejp>r of Divinity in the Univerfity of 
Cambridge, had as much occafion for an analogical iimilitudc 
between the Church of England, and all or any other fo- 
cieties,^ as the De&n of Ghcefier. But unfortunately he was 
too late with his Pojlulatum. He had unwarily granted, 
that the Church he was n/indicatingy is ** a Ibciety inftituted 
** by Chrift himfelf, of which Chrift is the head ; and that 
** this church included in it all tho/k who profeis to believe 
" in his name, and have been received by baptifm into 
** the number of his difciples/' The learned Profeflbr had 
moreover admitted, ** the epd and purpofe for which this 
" fociety was inftituted, to be, to lead men to eternal life by 
'** the prefervation and advancement of true religion." 

Now it is very evident, that this fociety, cannot h^fucb 
fociety as all focieties, or as any other fociety, either in its 
centre of union (whatever the Dean may mean by that vague 
and equivocal term) or in its rule of gwemmcwt. Accor- 
dingly when the Profeflbr came to take refuge in the ana» 
logy this fociety bore to all other focietics, he found the 
4oor was (hut againft him, and, to give him his due praife, 
he was too honeft to force it open by expedients, which his 
own principles forbad him him to apply. 

The Dean, I think, could haJdly avoid feeing^ that to 
liazard fuch a conceflion, might lofc Jiim all the advantages 
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againft the Petkiotters, whkh he propafed to himfelf, in 
drawing his conclufions^ 

But you will fay, why might he not have grounded his 
Pqflulatum oa the fyftem of Alliance^ projected fome years 
ago by an honourably dtftingui/hed Perfonage, to whom the 
Dean owes an efpecial refpe<5i OQ account of his particular 
fituation. 

I will tcH you why. That fyftem had allowed ^faving oF 
certain privileges to the church of Chrift, which, when they 
came to be examined^ made it queftionable whether the 
Governors of a Chriftian church, had any powers delegated 
by Chrift to enter into fuch Alliance ^ In difcuffing this 
queftion, it appeared, the written word was filent concern- 
ing fuch powers. In claiming them therefore as official 
powers, the claimants ran the hazard of pafling for ufur^ 
firs. In claiming them as the grants of the people, they 
might be deemed twfofiors^ the people having confefledly 
no fuch powers to grant. 

This icheme of Alliance then, would anfwer the Dean's 
purpofe, as little as Dr. Rutherforth's method of vindication^ 
And as to the article of due refpeil^ experience has Ihewn, 
that, however the leaders of the clerical focicty may agree in 
the main centre of union^ in defence of offices, honourable dip- 
tiniiionsj and the appurtenances thereof, they llave not al- 
ways any greater deference for each others theological qpi- 
xions, than for thofe of the Petitioners. 

Dr. Tucker accordingly, to avoid the miftakes of his pre— 

deceflbrs, contrives a fociety purely clerical^ with which the 

iaity have no right to interfere, not even with the magi- 

ftratc at their head, (except perhaps in certain cafes where 

jde faBo the magiftrate has honourable dijl'inBums to beftow). 

And this being granted as a Pojtulatum^ the confequence 
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flows of itfelf, without the pains of a fonifial deduc^lioiii viz. 
To admit thofe into fuch fociety, who do not approve of tlie 
centre of uniofiy ^whatever it may happen to be^ and rulf of go^ 
'uernmenty at leaft in the main^ would be to overturn the fo- 
ciety from its very foundation. 

That the Deao's fuch fociety, for which he apologifes, is 
a merely clerical one, exclufive of any lay-members^ will ftill 
more plainly appear from what his Reverence immediately 
infers. 

" From both which poftulata/' fays our ingenious Ap6- 
logift:,' " I am led to infer^ that the more important the 
** ends and ufes of any fociety are fuppofed to be, the fooner, 
" generally fpeaking, will fuch an inftitution arrive at ac- 
** quifitions of temporal poffefJionsJ^ 

But why, any fociety ? L the Dean apologifing for any fo- 
ciety but one ? And why not, fuch fociety, the term in his 
Poftulatum ? We have it indeed in the end of the inference, 
fuch an inftitution ; — that is to fay, fuch an inflitution as the 
fuch fociety meant in the two Pbftulata ; which we now find 
to be the Church of England, as by law eflablifhed. 

Now, to whom do thefe temporal pofTefBons belong, when 
they are acquired ? Evidently to the clergy as fuch, and 
exclufive of every lay- man in the kingdom as fuch, none of 
whom, excepting a few of their own fervants, are allowed 
to bear any of the offices, partake of any of the honourable 
diftinSlions mentioned in the Poftulatum^ or touch a penny- 
worth of the temporal polTeflions thus acquired, nor confe- 
quently obliged (which indeed is but equitable) to approve 
by fubfcri prion, the centre of union^ which holds this my- 
flerious fociety together. 

The reader undoubtedly will think with me, that a fb*- 
'i:iety fo privileged, diftinguifhed, and endowed, ihouki iave 
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fotnc very important ends and ufts indeed. A confidcra*- 
tion which will lead us to contemplate a little the origin of 
this importance, and of thcfe zAv^jklz^.^xcbiftvefy appro- 
priated to it. The Dean can have no objection to an inqui-i 
xy, which is fo naturally fuggcfted by his own inference. 
' Generally fpeaJdng^ (to borrow a little of the Dean's prur 
dential caution) when the clerical fociety frji acquired thefe 
temporal poOfefiions, the members of it, were fuppoied to 
have among thein, a complete power of opening Heaven or 
Hell at their plealure. They pretended to carry the keys at 
their girdles, and to let in or fhut out whomfbever they 
thought good. The ^tf«/?i/r importance, ends, and ufes of 
this inftitation, confided in the exerctfe of this .pcrmer ; the 
real importance,, ends^ and ufes of it, were domituon cFvet 
the confciencies^ and by that means ^r^^ accefs, to the purfes of 
the poor deluded people. 

** Divers jterfons/* fays the Dean,. ^ either in their life- 
" time, or at their deceafe, WILL think it expedient out of 
" a principle of zeal, of emulation, ov perhaps from kfs Urn- 
•• dable motives, to fubfcribe fums of money, or to give 
" lands, or leave legacies for the fupport and encoviragement 
** of fuch an important inftitution*'' 

It is a pretty long ftride to pals from the times v^hen this 
fuch inftitution fo(me/l arrived at the acqui/ition of thefe tem- 
poral poflcflions, to the prcfent age. And fuppofing the im- 
portance oi this fuch infiitution to have been the fame from 
the days of Con/lantiney it will be no pleafing contemplation 
to a lover of his country, that this important infiitution is 
ftill arriving at farther acquifitions of temporal pofTeflionSy 
by the weakness of divers perfons who will think it expedi- 
cnt to fupport and encourage it. 

Could the Dean hope, in a period which aflfbrds fb many 
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writers and readers of Hftory, to <:ov» Ws march, by 
throwing a reil over a coiirfe of twelve or fifteen hundred 
years ? The honeft truth is, that all this z^^/ apd emulation y for 
at leaft two thirds of the tinae, has been, without a perhaps^ 
a frank merchandife, fo layichfal'uationy for {o much money ^ 
The fuperflitious devotee ftipulated fo many trnffes^ obiitSj re- 
quiemsj fo. many years of indulgence or refrigeration^ for fuch 
a fum of money , or fo many acres of land, as the covenanting 
parties could agree for. Where the more laudable motive, 
fuperftitumy (called here, politely enough, zeal and emulation) 
did not rife to a fufficient height, or Where the purchaier was 
a little hard-fifted, in driving the bargain, fome ufejul and 
important member of the fociety was employed to procure 
viftonsy miracles y ghofts^ and other foenical exhibitions, to 
terrify the wavering patient into the neceifity of opening his 
purfe, or fealing the parchment, * 

Some of thefe kfs laudable motin/esy are ftill upoti record. 
** It happened," fays Father PW, *^ when firft the church 
" was allowed to acquire real eftates, that fome religious 
*^' perfons, entertaining an opinion, that it was a forvice to 
" God, to xlifinhcrit* the children and heirs of families, in 
^* order to; give their eftates to the church, omitted no arti- 
fice to rperfuade widows, maids, and other eafy people, 
ready to receive any impreflions, to deprive their own fa- 
" milies, .and niake the church their heirs. And this dif- 
" temper grew to fuch an height, that the Prince was obli- 

" ged to provide againft it. Charlemaign made a law to 

'** forbid churches to receive any gifts which difinherit chil- 
** dren or kindred *.^' 
Jt was not however this, or twenty fuch laws, that could 






On Ecclef. Benefices, cbap* lu 



pWt 



Digitized by 



Google 



l^xxt a ftop to Acfc lefs laudable mcthodi of providing //w/)(j- 
ral pojfejions for the clerical fociety j and Deaa Tucker frankly 
acknowledges it is not yet. 

'' Nor/' fays he, " is it in the power of the civil magi- 
^ ftrate, even where he difapia:oves of thcfe benefadlions;, to- 
" tally to prevent thcnu'* Which, I appj^ehend, is nearly, 
the fame thing as to exclude the civil magiftrate from any 
concern with the clerical fociety, Againft his intermeddling 
.in matters merely Jpirihial^ the fociety is fufficiently guard- 
ed. Take away his power of controlling or regulating their. 
. tenFiporjtl ac^nifitionsf and he is . completely oufted of all 
authority with refpedt ta this^ facred order* Is not this fair- 
ly to confeis^ that fuperftition, and the knavery and avarice 
by which it is encouraged and fupported, will, in every age^ 
be too hard for the wifefl and moil righteous ordinances of 
civil ;govemmcnt ? It had.been indeed to no purpofe to dif- 
lemble it, after the repeated experience we have had of the 
dexterity of the clerical fociety in evading the feveral-Afor/- 
maiji laws enaded to ueftrain them in the ufe of thefe left 
laudibfe motives *. . 

It would however be. neither juft nor candid to deny, that 
die church, eoniidered in a lefs exceptionable light, acqui- 
Md many temporal pofTefHons (as many perhaps as would 
have fupplied all the real neceffities, and have anfwered all 
the real importances of a truly Chriftian church) in a more 
reputable way, and upon more laudable motives. But I muft 
make this a Poftulatum in my turn j for in my prefent penu- 
ry of records, I cannot prove it without fending the reader 
to Dr Newton's Pluralities indefenfible^ and there are many 

^ See Chambers's Dift. under the word Mortmain. 
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refpedlable men among Dean Tuckers clients, whom I wouM 
not willingly oflFend. 

With the Dean himfelf I fhall not (land upon the like 
ceremony, as I cannot, in any reafbn, grant him his fecond 
Poftulatum while it is loaded with thofe honourable difiinc- 
tions^ which feem to him to be fb efpecial a portion erf the 
church for yrhich he is apologifing. 

I am therefore imder a neceffity of exhibiting another quo- 
tation from Father Pj«/, on which Dr Newton feems to have 
laid fome ftrcft. . 

" Ecdefiaftical degrees were not eftablifbed at their injiitu^ 
** tion^on the foot of dignities, pre-eminences, recompenfes, or 
•* honours, as they are at this day, and have been for many 
" ages, but upon that of mini/iries and offices ; to which St 
/* Paul gives the name oi Labours j in the fame fenle as Jefus 
" Chrift hath csflled thofe who were therewith in vetted, La-- 
" hourers. They who were' -appointed to the offices, were 
** obliged to difcharge them in their own pcrfons ; nor, ab- 
^* fenting themfelves from -them, coiM, with juftice, retain 
** either the title or the profits of them. It is but fince the 
** ytzrfeven htrndredy that in the Weftem church, eccldSaf- 
** tical miniftries changed their nature, and became de- 
" grees of dignity ajid honour, and were beftowed as i?e- 
** compenfes of fervices *.'' 

Now if the ^^^i'themfelves'Hood upon this footing be^ 

fore the yczr'/even '^hundred^ and if making the labour infepa- 

rable from nhe^^^, -was derived from the fenfe oi Jefus 

Chrijl :,2tnd St Paul, whofe authority the Church of Eng- 

- * Newton, p. 71, from Hijl^ Cone, TriJ- b. ii. p. 203, of Brenfs tranflatioo, 
1 676 ; where the paOage- U in much flronger terms, ibap in Ccurayer's which 
'Ncv)ton citc». 
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land hcrfelf acknowledges to be fuperior to that of thfc 
Wcjlem church, I fhould think that fomething of the la- 
hour^ as well as of the office and honourable dtjiindiion might 
be admitted into the Dean's centre ofunion^ whatever it means. 
Candidates indeed for laborious offices, with no rewards or 
diftindlions either in hand, or in profpedl, but fuch as bore 
a juft proportion to the labour, would not, I fear, be very 
numerous, a. circumftance which might probkbly contract 
the circumference of tlie union, whatever Ihould become of 
the centre of it. 

But perhaps ibme blundering copift, or defigning tranfla- 
tor, might have played fome tricks with that copy of the 
record from which Father Paul collected the fenfe of Jefiis 
and hb Apoftle ; and in that cafe, this fallibility in the de^ 
fcent^ would make it of little authority, and this being (hewn 
by the Dean to be the cafe, I do not fee why his Reve- 
rence might not turn his inference into a third Poftulatum^ 
zi thus : 

** Such fbdcty muft have a right, arifing from the impor- 
" tant ends and ufes of its inftitution, to acquire temporal 
•* pofTeffions, by every poffible means, and to retain and ap- 
•• propriate them to fuch fervices as may beft anfwer the in- 
^* terefts and purpofes oifuch fociety, without any regard to 
** the rules of civil juftice, or permitting the magiftrate to 
" interfere either with the acquifition or the diftribution of 
/* them/* And then the way would be completely levelled 
for the introdudlion of the Dean's conclufion, viz. " There- 
" fore fuch fociety might form fuch centra ofunion^ and cfta- 
•** bUfli fuch rules of government^ and fuch conditions of admif^ 
•* foH^ as their difcretion ihould find requifite. 

But, after all, I am apprehenfivc, that the Petitioners may 
objea to the Dean s whole fyftem, and fay, ** What is all this 
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^^ to US ? Tve do not admit this pidlure to be a faithful refemi- 
" blancc of that church of England of which wc are mem-r 
" berSy even as it is by law eftablifhed. If the law has efta- 
*^ blifhed this exclufwe clerical fodety^ under the name of 
^' the church of England^ it is more than we know, and 
" what, for the honour of the law as well as the chiu-ch, 
^ we are unwiHing to fuppofe. 

*' We acknowledge/' might they lay, " that there have 
^* been men, even from the early days of the Proteftant 
" church oi Englandy who have endcavoiu^d. to turn her in- 
^* to a mere clerical fociety^ and who, by a coincidence of 
" favourable circumftances, may have lb far fucceeded in 
•* the attempt, as to procure fbme laws for her difcipline and 
** government, not very confident with her fubjedtion to 
" the laws of Chrift. But thanks be to God, they have not 
" €o far prevailed as to fupprefs the church of England's 
** tejlimony of herfelf that Ihe is a viftble church of Chrifly 
^ and under the controU of his ^written "word. And as this 
** tefiimony is as firn^ly eftabliflied by law, as any other cir- 
-•* cumftance of her conftitution, and is the original gpround- 
** work of her reformation from Popery, every thing con?- 
*** trary to it, however eftablifhed by human authority, muft 
*• be confidered as a corruption of the very fame nature as 
" thofe Popifli affuments, whofe obftrudion to the free courfe 
** of the word of Godj not only gave occafion, but afibrded 
*^ a complete juftification of the church of England in fepa- 
" rating from the church of Rome. Of thefe corruptions, 
" and of thefe only, we defire a reformation, of the legifla- 
" ture. And whoever, like die angry Dean of Glocefter^ af- 
firms, that the church of England would be ruined by 
f\ich reformation, muft unavoidably be driven, firft or 
laft, to acknowledge, that the church of England is not 
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** a nnfihle church ofChrift ; it being iBttpoffible that the puri 
" njuord of God fliould be preached, where the dodrines and 
** commandments o^* men, are intermixed with it, and ftand, 
** by the means of what is called an ejlablijhmenty on the 
" fame level with it." 

Many readers of Dean Tucker^s pamphlet, confidering 
the cogency of tliis plea, and the perfpicuity of the argu- 
ment on which it is founded, have fuppofed, that the Dean, 
having turned his thoughts fo inceflantly to fccular com- 
merce, had miftaken the queftion, and applied his Apolo- 
gy to at \yrong obje(5l, viz. the temporal emolumentSj inftead 
of the evangelical privileges oi xht church of England. 

I will not fay but this might be the cafe in part. But 
undoubtedly, in the main^ he was well aware of this plea of 
the Petitioners, and accordingly addreflfes himfelf to anfwer 
it, and havmg gone on with great fluency, till he found 
this block of the fcriptures in his pafTage, he looks about 
him for a way to efcape, and finding no opening to the right 
hand or the left, he boldly ftrikes into the high Roman 
road, and attacks the infallibility of the fcriptures, on the 
pretence of their being tranfmitted to us through the hands 
oi fallible copiAs.faJible printers, zndi fallible tranfllators, 
and all thefe fallibilities eftablilhed by fallible authority. 

What is the confequence ? Will it follow, that his creeds 

and confejftons are infallible ? By no means ; the Dean is too 

Tiiodeft to aflcrt it : but he will fhew you, that one fort of 

fallibility is as gQod as another^ and that you may make as 

good a Ihift with his^ and with your otvn. 

His ftate of the cafe is this. " The fcriptures are infallu 
" ble in thtir fource^ h\xt fallible in their defcent. Creeds are 
^^ fallible both in theivfourfe^ and in their dejcent *." Surely 
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he iliould have faid, at lead his Apology required he fhonld 
fay, ** Creeds SLve fallible in their fource^ but infallible in their 
*• defcent'^ The antithefis had then been complete, and the 
wavering chriftian would have had Ibme ground to. debate 
with himfelf where to fix his choice, and, by a little of the 
Dean's rhetoric, might have been brought to allow, that 
the infallibility in the defcent^ or in other words, the infalli^ 
bility of the conn^eyanu^ (viz* the clerical Society) would be 
fuflScient to cure all defects m the fource. 

But by* allowing that Creeds are fallible in both refpedls^ 
and the Scriptures only in one^ and adding, that " it is every 
*^ man's duty to make thebeft of his condition," he has 
iairly given up the caufe to the Petitioners. Half the com- 
mon fenfe of a plough-boy will readily determine, that he 
makes better of his condition, and confequendy does his duty 
better who adheres to that fyftem where he has but one 
chance of being deceived, than he who efpoufes that where 
he has ti/jo. 

O Domus antiqua^ quam dtfpari domitiarls Domino ! 

ThoU hoary Vicar of the church on feven hills, thou gc- 
,n\une founder and head of this clerical fociety^ how auk- 
wardly do* thy rivals, and would-be fucceflbrs, manage thy 
tools, and ape diine heroic exploits ! even like children mi- 
micldng the grandeur of thy St Peters in models of clay ! 

It feems to be the Dean's opinion, that if the Petitidners 
have any fcruples concerning the eftabliftied centre ofutuon^ 
they ought to repair to fome other fociety, where the yoke 
is not fo galling, and efpecially as there is fo ample a tole- 
ration for Proteftant diflentcrs of different denominations ; 
and he would infer from their remaining in the church, 
with a manifeft difapprobation of the conditions of clerical 
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communion, that they only want to avail themfelves of the 
church's emoluments at all events, which it feems, are better 
Secured in an eftablifhed, than in a tolerated fociety. 

That is to fay, the Petitioners defire to earn the wages of 
the church, but to earn them with a good confcience. And 
where is the harm of this ? Does Dr. Tucker defire to hold his 
Deanry on any other terms ? Does he not defire to have an 
internal izn&xon for holding it, as well as a merely legal one ? 
I cannot tell, let us try him by his own fpeculations. 

The Do<5lor hath given it under his hand, that the Atha-- 
fmjian creed may be proved by moft certain warrants of 
fcripture, and yet the Petitioners have his confent to part 
with it. His ojlenfihle reafon is, that it is fuperfluous. — ^The 
paflage is remarkable, and you ftiall have it in his own 
words. 

^ As to the Athanaftan creed, it is renlly Jiiperfiuous in our 
" prefent Service ; becaufe the very fame dodbrine is ^isjlrongly^ 

though not as fcholaftically maintained in ih^Nicenc creed, 
^* the Lkanyy and in many other parts of our public of- 
'' fices." 

I (hould be very glad to have the opinion of Mr. Toplady^ 
or Mr. Madan^ or even of Dr. 'Halifax on this propofition. 
So far as my own underftanding reaches, I am obliged ab- 
folutely to deny the fadl. Indeed if common language is to 
be interpreted by common fenfe, it is impofllble to be true. 

The late worthy Bifliop of Chgher (after having fliewn y 

from Socrates the ecclefiaftical Hiftorian, that ivfrta and 
vVoraor/c were, with the Nicene Fathers, fynonymous terms) 
could not help faying, " it is fomething odd to have thefe 
** two creeds (the Athanaftan and the Nicene) eflabliihed in 
" the fame church, in one of which, thofe are declared to 
'* be acciuied, who deny the Son to be of the fame Ufa or 

F •* Hypofafs 
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" Hypojiaftf with the Father ; and in the other it is declare^, 
" they cannot be faved^ who do not aflert, that there is one 
^* Hypoftafis of the Father, and another of the Son, and 
'' another of the Holy Ghoft */' 

It is true, this curfe is not fubjoined to the Niccne creed, 
as it is now ufed in our public fervice. Our prefent form >s 
taken from the Popilh offices, and not from Socrates ; and 
the reafon of omitting the Anathema at the end of it, is ob- 
vious : For it is in that formula of execration, that the w/ena 
and vr0^(MrK are uled as fynonymous terms,. If any dextrous 
copift had but contrived to drop the Hypofiafts in the defcent 
of thjs creed, the Anathema would probably have been ad4- 
ed to it in the Roman Ritual, and confequently in our com- 
mimion fervice, and then we fhould have been curfed in the 
Nicene creed, for believing what we are curfed in the Athot- 
nafian for not believing. Another material difference between 
thefe two creeds, Ihall be noted prefently. 

** And as the damnatory claufes," the Dean goes on, " are 
** feldom rightly underjioody and therefore too liable to give 
^ oflSsnce, it were to be wifhed that the whole was omit- 
" ted." — ^Here I appeal again to the common fenfe of every 
man in the kingdom, who underftands the following ieu- 
tence. If you rob upon the King^s highway^ you /hall be 
hanged. 

** Indeed,'* ccmtinues the Dean, ** there is. another weighty 
^ reafon for leaving this creed out of our prefent forms of 
*^ public wcMihip, which, as it is perfeSlly found and orthodox^ 
** ought to be diftindlly mentioned. The reafon I mean is 
" this : one principal part of the controverfy, which gave 
[^ birth to the Atbanafian creed, is now generally, and very 



• Eflay OD Spirit, p. 146, SeA. cadvi. 
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^ happily forgot, viz. the errors of Sahellius ; — there being 
few at this day that ever heard of his name, arid fewer 
ftill who have a clear conception of his Angular notions 
^^ and opinions." 

It were happy for the perfeSily found and orthodoxy if this 
were really the cafe. But there are other Apoiogetic writers 
in the world, befides the worthy Dean of Glocefter. There 
is in print. An Apology ioT one Benjamin Ben Mordecai^ fetting 
forth the reafons for his converfion from the Je^wi/h to the 
Cbriftian religion. This honed and fenfible Hebrew^ ap- 
pears to have as clear a conception of the notions and opi- 
nions of Sabelliusj as the Dean of Glocefter himfelf, and 
from him we learn, that they are not fingular. From his 
account it appears that they have been the notions and opi- 
nions of certain learned clerks of the church of Englandy who 
have' hitherto been efteemed, not only perfeSily found and 
orthodox themfelves, but perfectly found and orthodox inter- 
preters of the Athanaftan creeds 

. " I (hall now confider," fays this learned Ifraelitey " the 
" dodlrine of the Trinity j as laid down by Dr. Waterland, 
" and feveral other modem writers, who, in many parti* 
" culars, differ from one another ; all of them from the 
*^ moft ancient fathers, and efpecially from ATHANASIUS ; 
"• and yet afiedl, one and all, to defend their notions un- 
^* der the authority of MIS name *.*' 

Having fhewn this at fome length, he fcruples not to call 
thefe writers, with Waterland at their head, Pfeudo-Athana- 
fiansy and proves to the fatisfadtion of every capable reader, 
that in anfwering the objedions of thofe they call heretics 
and heterodox, they eljpoufe by turns, the feveral errors 

♦ P. 41* 
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of Socinutj the Tritheifis^ and the SabeUians ♦, " and thus>" 
lays he, " they abfolve themfelves from one herefy, by pro* 
** fefling another, which is quite oppofite to it ; and hold- 
" ing two or more dodlrines at the fame time, which are 
" abfolutely contradictory to each, otiier." 

Now, if there are none of thefe contradi^Hons in the Atha^ 
nqfian creed (as we are fure there are none in the moft certain 
^warrants oi fcripture^ by which the Article fays, it may be 
proved,) the Dean of Glocejier^s reafon for omitting it will 
be found not fo perfeBly found and orthodox as he would 
pretend. For if the Dodors Pear/on^ Cave^ Bull^ Waterland^ 
&c. &c. are provetl to. be SabeUians^ though it be only acca- 
Jionalfyy the Dean can give no orthodox reafon, why they 
fhould not fall under the reproof of the Athanajian creed, as 
well- as &^^///W himfelf f ^ 

The 

* P. 43—45- 

t That thc.Dcaa may not be too much flartlcd at this unexpefted accufation 
of Dr. IVaterland, we prcfcnthim with the following anecdote, which may poffi» 
biy have larked hitherto in a corner where he would not look for it. In the year 
1749, appeared Pope's DUNCIAD, pul^iflied by Mr. IFarburton, the reputed 
author of the NeUs. The commentator, after afting as Second to Mr. Pope^. in 
this poetical Bear-garden^ concludes his operations with a.tafle of his theology* 
to the purport following. Having obferved, that ** certain fcandalous conten- 
^ tions, for modes of faith, have vidUited chriftian charity, and dHhonoured ft- 
** cred fcripture," he procedes to fay, — " As particularly the mifcbieyous fquab** 
'<'ble between, /^^r/am/ and Jack/in, on a point confefledly above reafon, and 
<< amongfl thofe adorable myfieries, which it is the honour of our religion to find 
*' unfathomable. In this, by the weight of anfwers and replies, redoubled upon 
'* one another without mercy, they made fb profound a progrefs, that the One 
** proved, nothing hindered in Nature, but that the Son might have tun the 
<^ Father, sad the other that nothing hindered in grace, buit that the Son. may he 
** a mere creature. In a word, they made all things difputable but their own 
** dullnefs^ and this they left unqueflioned ; and it was the only thing they did 
<< leave, of which their readers could be certain." The remarkables in this paf* 
lage^ are thefe, i . It is for the honour of this commentatcar's religion, that there 
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The Dean tells us, ** This creed cannot be properly under- 
•* flood, till thefe tenets, by being previoufly known, arc 
" contrafted with their oppofite extremes." 

One would think that this* might properly enough be 
brought about, by cmtrafting each propofition with its con- 
tradidory one. — But the Dean's reafon ; 

*^ For all thefe ftriking antithefts, which to ignorant and 
" prejudiced mindsj appear like fb many paradoxes or con- 

tradi(5Hons, will be fotmd to be nothing more, ivhen 

truly underJiiDod^ dian fo many cautions and prefervatives 
" againft falling into the errors of Sabellius on one fide, or 
" thofe of Arius on the other." 

Aye, there's the difficulty. When truly underjiood^ — ^but 
when will that be, if the writer cited in the margin, truly 
fays, that the myftery to which thefe Jlriking antithefes re- 
late, is unfathomable I But, be that as it may, we have 
fhewn from honefl Ben Mordecaiy that men to whom the 
Dean himfelf muft not impute either ignorance or prejudice^ 
are as prone to the herefy of Sabelliusy as to that of Arius. 
And if we are not to fix our orthodoxy by the ftandards of 

are myfteries in it, ^hich he finds unfathomable. 2. As tbc Athanafidn creed * 
may poffibly be of thb unfathomable depth, and at the &me dme a part of this^ 
commentator's religious fyftem, it may be diflionourablc. to the commentator's , 
religion, and confequently, not perfeSfly found and orthodox^ to leave this creed 
out of our prcfent forms of poblic worthip, as the Dean propofes. 3. Dr. If^a-, 
tftland vfSiS, with refpeft to the divine nature, afrank 5a*fi/ian. — But this fquafc 
blc, concerning the Trinity, was not the only mijthievtms . thing in which thefe 
difputants were concerned, that fcandalifed' the pious commentator. Waterland . 
ceuld not away with the Divine Legation, &c. at any rate. [See MiddlctooV , 
Mifc. Traefs, 1752, p 496.] and fdckfon was not altogether unfuccefsful in 
r*me prmted attacks upon it. This probably intitlcd thefe two writers to a place 
in the Dunciad. Otherwife there have been contentions ^fcandabui, md^fquab- 
bits as mifchievous on th; doftrine of the Trinity, between other Divines of the 
commentator^s acc^uaintance* 
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fuch men zs Pe^rfon^ Btillj and Waterland^ we muft, lam 
afraid, go a little farther to get rid of thefe apparent para- 
doxes and contradi^ionsy than the Dean*s iffe dixit. 

Let us however go on with him. ^* Now as the Nicene 
^' creed was particularly intended as an antidote againfl: 
** Arianifm — and as Sabellianifm is utterly unknown to our 
" common congregations^ reafbn good * it feems to be, that a 
" Creed, which was intended to guard againft^/A extremes 
*' at the fame time, and by the fame context, ought to be 
** laid afide when there is only one of thefe errors now re- 
" maining — ^fpecially as that one is already as well guard- 
** ed againfl as human prudence can devife." p. 59. 

I am afraid this reafon will prove too much, ^iz. that the 
Nicene creed Ihould be difmifled along with the Athanqfian. 
For where is xht common congregation^ that knows more of the 
Arian than the SabelUan errors ? On the other hand, we can 
fay fomething from our own experience, and will not be a- 
:fraid to appeal to that of others, that it is impoflible to ftudy 
the Arian controverfy lb as competently to underftand it, 
without getting at the fame time a pretty clear conception 
of the SabelUan tenets. The Dean himfelf calls them the 
tivo extremes^ and we have leen a thoufand times how diffi- 
cult it is to fteer between the two, fo as to avoid the one, 
without being intangled in the other. 

The cafe appears from Ecclefiaftical Hiftory, to have been 
this. Noetus and Fraxeas^ from whom Sabellius derived his 
notions, were called Monarchijls and Tatropajftaiu^ on ac- 
count of their holding the identity of the oWia or woraa/c of 
the Father and the Son, without any.diftindion of what has 
been fince czWtd Perfonality. .The Noetians zxid xkt SabeU 
lions after them, faid,. the Divine Monarchy could only be 
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preferved upon their hypothefis, and infifted, that the doc- 
trine of their adverfaries introduced tnvo or mere Gods. 

,Origetty Eu/cbius q{ Cefarca^ Tertulliany ^md they in gene- 
ral who are called the Ante-Nicene Fathers, in oppofing theft 
Heretics, were apt, in diftinguifhing between the Hypofiafis 
of the Father and the Son, to run into - the error of thofe 
who were afterwards called Arjans *, and this is the reafon 
why theft Fathers are fo often appealed to by thofc who e- 
fpoufe the Arian fcheme, even to this hour.. 

The Council of Nice pretended to adjuft theft matters^ 
and the orthodox of the preftnt times abide by their deter- 
mination, which however both the Nicene^ and our Engiyb 
Fathers have explained fa aukwardly, as to expoft themftlves 
over and over to the reproach of Sabellianifm. And of this 
they have never been able to ^quit themftlves^ but by de- 
ferting their explanations of the Nicene do(5lrine, and taking 
refuge in the Athanq/ianf from which likewift they have been 
driven in their turn, as may be ften in the Apology of Ben 
Mordecai above mentioned. The refult then is, that if you 
take away the Athanq/ian creed,. you leave an opening for an 
influx of Sabelliansj as, it ftems, the Arians are to be dealt 
with on no other ground. . So inexpedient is the Dean^s pro-* 
poial to difmiis this orthodox Confeflion of Faith. 

The Dean concludes this manteuvre^ by faying, ** For un- 
** doubted fadl it is, that that Arian^ whoft conference can 
" digeft the Nicene creed, will make no fcruples at fwallow- 
** ing the Athamftan^ 

• HiDC jfpologi/la OrigeniSf apnd Phothm, iogenue fatetnr euadem, [Prlge* 
nm\ SabeUii bxrefi femet opponentem, iti ia coDtrarium abreptum faifTe, ut ^r/* 
anico morbo correptus videretur. Whitby Dlfq. Mod. Appendix^ p. i8i. See 
that whole Appendix^ from which the account above is chiefly taken. 
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And where is tbe wonder of that ? For it is iindoubted 
fadl, that tli^jlrian who can do thefe feats, would fwallow 
the Trent Catechiftn, or the Shajiah of the Perfians^ with 
perfed fafety to his organs of deglutition, whatever violence 
he might do to his digeftive faculty. 

But I believe the faSi is not ib undoubted ?iS the Dean's 
confidence rcprefents it. There are Arians who think the 

-T»r ex Tfiv irtLTfOQ yifffi9irloL 'jrfo 7roi/laf aiQYar, ' of the UlCene Creed fuf- 

ficiently confident with their leading tenet, V -irolt, olt i Ji^c »« 
ifr, to allow them to fubfcribe to the faid creed, but who 
would on no account be prevailed upon to acknowledge the 
proper eternity of the Son taught in the Athana/ian^ where 
t entity is afcribed tothe Son ^nd Holy Spirit ^ in common with 
the Father. 

rihould be loth to think' that the Dean fays all this with- 
out book, and without having examined into the prefcnt 
ftate of Sabellianifiny as exhibited in the writings -of our moft 
approved controverfial Divines. But if I muft atllow, that 
he has a clear conception of this herefy, he muft excufe me, 
if, confidering upon what precarious premifles he hath refted 
his conclufion, I conjedlure, that he has fome more fubjiantial 
reafons, not fo perfefily found and orthodoxy for removing 
the Athanaftan creed, than he chiifesto produce in public. 

Be that to himfelf, - and let us proceed to another inftance. 
In the 56th page of his pamphlet, he mentions fome doc* 
trincs eftabKflied in our thirty-nine Articles, concerning 
Merit J Jujiification^ and fome other points, in the difcuffing 
of which, he is not pleafed either with the Pj/j/?j or the 
P rot eji ants. * * The Papifts,'' %e ' fays, *^'- realbned dangerouf- 
^' ly^ and the Proteftants wedkly^ about religious Merit, and 
'* though the Proteftants . truly underftood the general 
** ^grounds pf pur ju/tif cation before God, yet they cxprefl^ 
• - '' cd 
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" ed themfelves fb wihappify and incautiouflyy as to give fome 
'* advantage to their adverfaries.'' 

Did not the Dean find fome of this nveak reafoningj this^ 
tmbappy znd incautious expreffioUy concerning juftification in 
the thirty-nine Articles ? If he did not; why would he rather 
appeal for a corre<Elive of . this w^^i/i^, &c. to the fecond 
homily on falvation, than to the faid Articles ? But it leems^ 
the learned Dean has " digefted his fentiments on thefe fub- 
*' je<5ls, into ^ifet treatife^ the materials of which he has had 
" by him many years/' 

Many years may carry* us bade to a time previous to his 
fubfcribing thefe articles for his Deanry, and thefe circum- 
fiances being laid together, there arifes an high probability ^ 
that the Dean gave his aflent and conicotex anitno^ to all 
and every of thefe articles, as agreeable to the nvord of God^ 
even after he had difcovered this nveaknefs of reafoning^ and 
this unhappy and incautious exprejfton^ in fome of them ; to 
which however, I am very unwilling to believe, the fcrip-^ 
tures gave juft occafion, even with all the errors of Copifts, , 
Tranflators, and Printers, in, dieirmoft formidable arrange- 
ment. 

But what then ? Shall Dr. Tucker give up his Deanry, and 
go among the DilTenters ? Shall he refign his honourable dif-- 
tinSiions^ and renounce the centre of uniouy which he £o well 
%p^XOV€S in the main P Docs he like every thing among the 
Diflfenters fo well, as to think their dodtrines and modes of 
worfhip equivalent in value to fuch a facrifice ? - Let him 
then be ingenuous, and fairly confefs, that there may be 
fome Jntipititioners not fo perfedlly eafy under the bond of 
fubfcription, as they may pretend; and who would not like 
their honourable . ^nd. lucrative diJlin3ions the worfe, though 
the Jtbanqfian creed^ and the articles concerning merit and 

G jufUfication . 
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juftification, were wholly laid afidc. And let him not fnp- 
prefs another undoubted fail y to ivit^ that there is another 
fort of Antipetitionersy who, if the Athanqfian Creed was dif- 
inifled, and the articles new tnodellcd to the Dean oiGlocef- 
ters tafte, would think the church of England as complete- 
jy undone, as if the prayer of the Petition were granted in 
its fullefl extent. 

Whether I am miftaken or not in fuppofing^ the Dean's 
Treatife will not ejcadly tally with the Articles concerning 
merit and jufiijicationy time will fliew. His difapprobation 
of the Protejlant way of explanation onthefe heads, favours 
the fuppofition not a Httle. But let the fuppofition be ever 
So pimdually verified by the event, the Dean vnll find a very 
fubflandal voucher for his orthodoxy^ in the following Apolo- 
gy y which however I did not much expe<^ from the quarter 
whence it came. 

^* The Peace of Society ought with us to be the firft objedi, 
^' and it is certainly better in a political fenfe, that a few 
" Prevaricators that nudteatrade ofreligiony ihould enter the 
** church, than that Order and good Government fhould be 
" fubvertedy a cataftrophe in which the fuccefs of this Pe- 
^* tition would certainly terminate *.*' 

But why even a few Prevaricators ? The objeft of the Pc* 
tition was, to prevent any prevarication ; and till the data- 
fbrophe above meimoned is rendered probable by fbnie evi-^ 
dent indication, it may be aiked, in what refpe<5l it would 
be better that thdc few Prevaricators and traders in religion 
Ihould enter the church ? It is poiflible that, few as they 
might be, they n^y have large congregations imder their 
pafloral care, perhaps whole diocefes ; and furely fbmething 
jhoidd be ventured in a Chrifliin country, that the religious 

♦ Sec the St. James's Chronicle, Fthruary 25, 177a. 
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inftrudtioa and edification of Chridian men may not be 
trufted to thofe, who, from their wicked principles, can 
neither be fincere teachers, nor worthy examples. 

It is faid, a little before, that " the whole* body of the 
" Clergy oppofe the Petitioners, and treat their projetS, not 
" only as mad zxiA frantic^ but as irreligious and antic hriftian'^ 

We can hardly doubt but the fpeaker was informed, that 
this was the ienfe of the 'whole body of the clergy ; he might 
however have juftly queftioned the truth of the depolition, 
from the very abiurdity of the imputation. Mad and fran^ 
tic perfons are not properly called irreligious and antichrif- 
tian. Both common fenfe, and the law of the land, for-*^ 
bid to afcribe any immoralities to the infane and the luna-- 
tic* I would therefore humbly propofe to alter the paf- 
fage by a flight, but very material coireiSion ; and, for 
the ^jtjJ^oU body of the clergy j would propofe to fubftitute Dr. 
Tucker* s clerical Society ^ who, according to his pofbilatum and 
itifercncc^ trade in religion rjc ^r^/^. And even thefe muft 
make their option, and declare, by which of thefe incon— 
fiflent accufations they will abide. They have had but in-^ 
different luck in charging the Petitioners with irreligion and 
antichrifiianifm. Madnefs and frenzy is the fafer calumny to 
ftick by. Mad and frantic they may be eflecmed in endea- 
vouring to exclude Prevaricators out of the church, in op- 
pc^tion to the whole body of the clergy. This however, it 
ieems, is didr project, and could not, in my opinion, be 
deemed cither mad and frantic y or irreligious and antichrif^- 
tian^ if the Prevarie^ors ^tvho make a trade of religion, were . 
really few. In that cale, fome rantdy might be found, 
withovLtJiibverting wder and good government. But — much i 
comfort may the Dwft of Ghcefler and HIS clerical fociely 
Iavc an tbsir advocMC. 

G 2 Before 
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Before Dr. Tucker obliges the public wijtli his trealife on 
wcrit and jujlification^ I would beg leave to give him a little 
fober advice. 

ARNOLD POLENBURGH, in the year 1665, publiflied 
the fecond volume of Epifcopius's works, in the preface to 
which, he tells the Chriftian reader, that, ** had not the 
** Dutch war broke out, he fliould certainly have dedicated 
" that book to the whole body of the ckrgy of the church 
" of England i" for this reafon among others, that, *'-by 
" the providence yof God, almoft all the Prelates of .that 
" church held the fame opinions, concerniag PredeftinatiotL, 
"that Epifcopius and the Remonftrants^profeffed/' — Upon 
which a very learned and ingenious writer, who was driven 
out of the church of England by the .Bartholomciv^AA^ 
makes the following remark, " Whether Polenburgh be out 
" in his account, is not for me to inquire, who have work 
" enough to do at home j but it feems, even in this Gen- 
" tleman's account, all our Biflxops are not become Epifco^ 
*' pian ; and therefore preferve unity among themfelves, by 
" haloing their knowledge in thefe matters unto themfelves. 
** Now if it be .found neceflary to tolerate difference of 
" judgments, among the . Bilhops themfelves, in doifrines of 
" fo f^igh concernment J it may be worth the confidei*ation 
*' of thofe who are in authority, whether they alfo may not 
** be faffered to enjoy ecclefiaftical preferment, who dificr 
*' from their brethren only in fgme few points of difci- 
" pline" 

Our worthy Prelates {one excepted) have been, as flu* as I 
know, as wary as their predeceffors, in declaring themfelves 
on thefe points of high concern. That ow^ is the Dean's im- 
piediate fuperior, and much circumfpe<5lion will be r^quifitc 
(fo far as I can judge of the Deans materials by the iainple, 
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tomparcA with the Prelate's performance') tliat he brings not 
forth what my Lords the Bifliops chiife to have to them-- 
fehes. That is to fay, that he difcovers not how far they 
may diflfer from their brother, on the bench, concerning the 
doiirine of grace *; the Dean, I dare fay, wiH defire to have 
•it Tinderftood, that he delivers the kvt£c of their Lordlhips 
:on thele matters, and his readers will certainly tinderftand 
fb too, ihould he, unavailed of Polenburgh's prudence, de- 
idicate his labours to thenu 

Without borrowing the leaft fpark of prophetic illumina- 
tion from the Foundery or the Lock-Hofpital^ I venture to for- 
bode, that fire and water are not more oppofite in their fe- 
•veral operations, than the Bi(hop's prefent^ and the Dean's yi^-. 
ture fyfteni of Merits Ju/lificationy Atonement^ &c. And we 
are prepared already to exped, that iron and clay will in- 
corporate with equal facility, as the doArines of MefTrs 
Shir ley J PietaSy Toplady^ Madatij &c. may be brought into 
agreement with either of them. Yet they are all orthodox^ 

^ A flirewa and maflerly writer hath lately (hewn, upon very ftroog proof, 
that the Right Reverend Author of the i)ook entitled, 7*^ Dodfrine cfGrace^ hath, 
on the fubjeft of Atonement^ advanced a fyftematical paragraph, diametricalfy op* 
foftte both to the fcripturc^ common fenfe, dnd orthodoxy. [See a Traft, intita- 
le4» Confujion worfe confounded^ &c. printed for Hingefton^ ^IT^* P- 3S-] ^^ ** 
not eafy to treat of the doftrine of Chriftian Juftification^ without confidcring 
along with it that of Chriftian Atonement. The Dean therefore would do well 
•previoufly to recx)nnoitre the ground on which he is about to engage, that he 
may not unwittingly 'turn bis arms agthift the Colonel of his own regiment, and 
thereupon bring about a cataflrophe much more deplorable than x!t\t ideal Svbvtx* 
Tion of order and good government ; that is to fay, the real fubvcriiOD of all 
confiftency of interpretation on the ddArinc of the Articles relating to thole fub- 
jedh. The Bifhop is fiad to have c^ntradiAed a paflage in the Communion-fer* 
^ice, tf • If the Dean Ibould do as orach for one or more of the Articles* what 
a triumph would this be For the Petitioners > 1 have % tight to ezpcft the Dean 
$iGkceJler'% thanks for this feafonabk intimatioa. 
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and With the utmoft confidencei filiate their inconfiftencies 
on the poor church of Ettglandf which muft, it feems^ aa«- 
fwer for them all ; and in this prefumption, they throw her 
Articles at each others head, with a clamour that drowns her 
^i//, mournful voice, reprefenting, that her religion is found- 
ed in the Bible anfy^ and has nothing to do with their faniair 
tical notions, let them derive them from what other fource 
they will. 

In the midft of all this uproar, the Dean of Glocefier on 
the one hand, and the Methodifts on the other, tell her, 
that if Ihe parts with thefe iame articles, which furniih an 
eternal fund for this fort of brawling, flie is utterly undone* 
And in full contemplation of this undoubted fail ^ to what docs 
all this tragic grimace, of De/iruifion^ utter fubverfion of order 
and good government^ &c. made fpecial to the views of the 
Petitioners, amount I Even to the contents of a tale 

Told by an Idiot y full of found and fury ^ 
Signfying nothing. 

For what would the true Proteftant church of England 
lofe by giving up thefe bones of contention, but a few rot- 
ten buttreiles, in too mouldring a date to be of any eflential 
ufe, and which, by the repeated operations of propping and 
nvhiteningy ferve only to conceal her real beauty, and to im- 
pair her ftrength. 

The Dean however at length allows, that, " the great prin^ 
ciple» both of natural and revealed religion, might have 
been exprefJcd in a more methodical manner^ and with 
** greater precifion^ than they are exprefled in our thirty^ 
** nine Articles." He allows too, " that fome ufeful abbre* 
" viations might be made in our liturgfi and fome eiprrf' 
" fions altered axKl amended:' 

It 
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It is certainly a good work to mend things that are out of 
repair ; but it is a better work to replace them with things 
that will never want repairing ; and this, I apprehend, is the 
view and the defirc of the Petitioners. 

As this, however, is a concelfion which every one will 
not make *, it may ieem at leaft to intitle the Dean of GIo^ 
ceficr to a little reputation on account of his candor^ and he 
cannot complain that it has been denied him f . 

But die Dean ihould have confidered, that his prefent dis- 
putation is with men who fcniple to fubfcribe, not parti- 
cularly to the thirty-nine Articles, but to any Articles of 
Faithj of merely human compoiition, and whofe agreement 
with fcripture is doubtful and precarious. To fuch men, this 
cbnceilion, I imagine, will give little fatisfadlion, at leaft till 
the Dean has pfwedy what he hwe feems to take for grant- 
ed, n?iz. that the thirty-nine Articles exprefs^ even in their 
prefent ftate, the great principles both of natural and revealed 
religion ; for all that he would propofe by his alterations, is 
to give them a little method and precijion in the article of 
ezpreflion, leaving the principles juft as he finds them. And 
this probably would be as far as he would venture. For, 
ihould he be one of thofe candid and impartial men wha 
are willing to lend an helping hand to the good work, and 
ihould he, by varying the method or the expreifion, happen 
to vary the complexio|i of the principle, an unlucky retro- 
fpe<5l might be fuggefted to his former iubfcription, and 
bring on fuipicions, that his private convidlions did not 

^ It has been reported, that die 6i(hops, or fome one of tbem, when con- 
fulted concerning the expediency of admitting this Petidon into parliament, an* 
fweredy Thire is no occafimfor any alterathnt. 

t Monthly Rcriew for fttnwry, i772> P* 'S^- 
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altogether tally with the principles of this public Apologyy 
when it made its firft appearance. 

Now, all the world fees^ it is in view of the hazard of 

adulterating or difguifing the great principlct of natural and 

revealed religion^ in tampering thus with them by art and 

mans device^ that the Petitioners propofe to fubftitute the 

genuine fcriptures in the room of all other Tefts of the Ar^ 

//V/^-kind. Can the Dean of Glocejler alone be ignorant of 

this? If he is not, can he he/erious^ can hchcjincere^ in 

calling upon the Petitioners' for 3, plan of their o^wn^ after 

they have fo often held out to him the pure nvord of GOD,' 

as the only plan ta which it is either fafe or equitable for 

them to be bound, under a Proteftint eftabKfliment ? 

And, for heaven's fake, what would the Dean do with 
this Plan of the Petitioners^ if he had it ? He tells you. He 
yfovld. fcrutinize it j juft, I fuppofe, as the iSiwoy-Biihopa 
j^rutifdzed Richard Baxter's Liturgy, by taking occafion 
firom it, to ridicule and abufe both the plan and the author 
of it. The Petitioners may indeed-, fall* into this, fnare if 
they will ; but, in vain^ fays Solomon, is the net fpread m 
the fight of any bird^ and I hope the Gentlemen at the 
leathers y are a little better acquainted with the man and his 
communication^ than. to be. whiftlcd into it by fuch an in- 
terefted piper.^ 

But does the Dean expeA that his onvn plan would not 
be fcrutinized ? If the Petiticwaprs fliould let it pais current, 
is he fo little acquainted with the Gentlemen of the Taber- 
nacle, as to hope that they would fubfcribe to his more me^ 
thodical and precife Articles ? And ftiould they revolt, 
what amends would he make to his brethren, Randolph^ 
Balguy^ Halifax^ Ponvel^ Haruefi^ &c. who know they can 
no longer depend upon the aid of thefe thorough-paced 
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Digitized by 



Google 



( i7 ) 

champions, than the Articles are continued in their pref^nt 
circumftances, without the abatement of a fingle tittle ? It is 
a thoufand pities the Dean Ihould have refigned the only 
Poftulatum that could fecure him from this fcrutinization^ viz. 
that all Creeds J Articles^ and ConfeJJtonSy which have the fanc- 
tion of his clerical foctety^ " are infallible in their defcentP 

I defire it may be underftood, that thefe obfervations 
relate only to the thirty-nine Articles, and the doctrinal 
points in the Liturgy, to which the Petitioners are by 
law bound to fubfcribe. Subfcription to thefe is the grie* 
vance of which they complain, and for which they defire 
to fubftitute fubfcription to the fbriptures only. As to 
the alterations and amendments of our public offices in other 
matters, I cannot find they are inclined to intermeddle. 
Thefe are called for by other perfons. No doubt but the Pe- 
titioners are as fenfible of thefe improprieties in the Liturgy^ 
&c. as other people, and wifh to fee the church of England 
free from foots and blemifties, as ardently at leaft as Dn 
Tucker himfelf. But in fuch things I think they have decla-« 
red, they are willing to acquiefce in the wifdom of their fu» 
periors. They mull acknowledge, that there are clergymen 
of great learning, accurate judgment, liberality and can* 
dour of mind, who have not joined them in their Petition, 
and who are every way equal to the tafk of reforming our 
public fervice even though they fhould except the Dean of 
-Glocejlerj and thofe who oppofe them on his principles, out 
of the number. 

But now for the Dean's drawback upon his conceffions, 
" But neverthelefs," fays this accute Apologift, ** be it duly 
" znd/olemnty ohfcrved, that IMPROVING and DESTROY- 
" ING are very different things ; and that tlie man, or fet 
" of men, who would gladlv engage in the one^ would not. 

H " wiih 
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" wifli to appear to give countenance to tl>e other, There- 
" fore fuch men will chearfuHy fiibmit to theprefent ii^con- 
*• veniencies, ivere they greater than they are^ rather thatn be 
" the coadjutors and fellow-labourers in fuch a deJlruBive 
" defign as yours feems to be." 

If 1 remember right, this Reverend Dean, once in his life, 
pleaded for the Naturalization of foreign Proteftants^ and af- 
terwards for the Naturalization ofjeivs^ both thefe, he infill- 
ed, would be confiderable IMPROVEMENTS. I have now a 
pamphlet before me, wherein he vf2A told, that thefe projects 
were DESTRUCTIVE of the conftitution, particularly, of 
the church of England. Does he remember what anfwcr 
he gave to this objection ? Let him apply it to the cafe ia 
hand, and the world will fee, that he Hands exadly in the 
fame predicament with refpedt to the Petitioners, in which he 
exhibited his opponents at thofe feveral periods. 

But wherein confifts the deftruilive part of the defign of 
the Petitioners ? why, truly, in fubftituting ajfent and con- 
fent, to the pure -word of God, inftead of affent and confent to 
Creeds y Confejftons^ and Articles, " fome of which SiVtfuperflit- 
" ous, others, -want method^ precifum and perfpicuity in ex- 
" prejjing the great principles both of natural and revealed rp- 
*' ligion, and all of them fallible both in their fotirce and in 
" their def cent" 

Will the Dean venture to affirm, that this is the cafe 
with th.c fcriptures ? If he will not, what muft be the con- 
fequence ? A very obvious one, viz. that the fubftitution of 
thefe Creeds, Articles, 6'c. inftead of the pure nvord of God, 
muftof courfe be deJlruSlive to fomethingof infinitely more 
value to the good old church of England, \ihaxi a merely cle^ 
rical fociety. 

In the name of conunon fenfe, Mr. Dean, pick up your 
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cmcefftom^ and put them in your budget as fed as you caiv 
I fliould laugh at you for producing them, if I did not 
know, that a man, with a majority on his fide, can never 
be ridiculed out of his groflfeft abfurdities. I have another 
reafbn for giving you this advice. Take thefe Creeds and 
Articles in the ftate you have reprefented them, and it is 
queftionable whether there is a thinking man in the king- 
dom fufficiently callous to fubfcribe them in the terms of 
the 36th canon, without prevarication. 

I pafs by the curious and orthodox (uppofition couched in 
the laft period of this lamentable paragraph, that " it is bet- 
•* ter to fubmit to the prefent inconveniencies, ^tverc they 
** greater than they are^^ (even, fuppofe, to the inconveniencies 
" of Popery^ than to fubftitute a fubfcription to the fcrip- 
** tures only, in the room of our Creeds and Articles.'* For 
furely any inconveniencies are more eligible than abfolute de^ 
JiruSlion. 

The cafe of candidates for Degrees, &c. in our Univer- 
fities, fhall be fpoken to prefently ; in the mean time, let U3 
contemplate another of the Dean's conceflions. 

— ** More efpecially, let the Minifters of difienting con- 
" gregations, if they will chufe to apply, be heartily vriflied 
** a good deliverance from the burden of our fubfcriptions." 

I wilh this gracious indulgence to DiJOTenters, was not 
forced from the angry Dean in pure fpite to the Petitioners, 
For why elfe, more efpecially ? Speaking of perfons commen- 
cing graduates, either in Arts, Law, Phyfic, or Muftc *, he 

• The idea of requiring fubfcription to die thirty-ninc articles from com* 
mencers in Mufa, is a chearfol one. It is pity the Petitioners (hould forgc^t 
tbem in their application. " An organift," fays U Roche, " having declared, 
** that if they would fet the canons of Dort to mufic, he would play them upon 
" the or^ns, but that he could not fubfcribe them, with a good confcicncc, 
*' was turned out of his place," Hijl. Riform j^j. 

H 2 %s, 
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fkys, " there doth not appear any STRICT PROPRIETY 
** IN THE REASON OF THINGS, for requiring their fnb- 
•* fcriptioiis." 

Now, when we bring fubfcription to Articles of Faith or 
Dodrine in the church of England^ to this Teft oi JirtSl pro^ 
priety and the reafon of things^ we muft go a little deeper, I 
apprehend, than the accidental or political ordinances of an 
human eftabtilhment, even to the principles of a Chriftian and 
a Proteftant church. When the church of England renounces 
thefe. principles, as being no part of her ejiablt/hmentj we 
will ceafe to argue with the Dean on the JlriSl propriety of 
his Apology in the reafon of things. But if {he has given the 
Dean of Glocefter no commiflion to renounce them in her 
name, he muft explain to us, how Jiritt propriety in the rea^ 
fon of things operates with refpedl to fubfcriptions to human 
creeds and articles, more in favour of miniftcrs of diflenting 
congregations, than in favour of minfters of any Chrif- 
tian and Proteftant congregations whatever. What reafon 
can the Dean give why Diflenters Ihould be excufed from 
this burden^ which will not reach the cafe of the Petitioners*- 

Will he tell them, that as the Diflenters do not afpire to 
the honourable di/iin^ions^ or the temporal poffefftons of the 



• " The ftrift meafurcs taken at the Reftoratioo, were not approved by the 
** famous Dr. Whkhcot^ but were thought by him ta be much too fevcre, and 
. " the efieAs only of a ftrong Party-prejudice. / plainly fee^ faid the Doftor, 
*' 'mhat they would be at, but Ifiall difappomt tbem. lean myfdfi vnth a good 
<• confcience, corform^ though others cannot ^ whom I greatly pity, heartily wijhing 
«« them more liberty, AS REALLY DUE TO THEM BY THE LAWS OF 
*• NATURE, AND THOSE OF THE GOSPEL-'* Now if this Liberty was 
due to ihefe honeft men by thcfe immutable laws, they were mojl tmjujily driven 
Ota of the church for want of it. Will the Dean of Glocefter conddcead to in- 
form us, why equal Kberty is not, by the fame hws, and in a cafe of the 6me 
kiodj due to the Fetitjgiiers. 
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church, it is not jit or proper they fhould bear the burdens of 
the church : and th^t ftriii propriety in the reafon of things^ 
requires, that they only fliould bear the burden who are paid 
for it ? 

So then ! OUR fubfcriptions are a burden ; and it might 
fecm, after the Dean had dropped this inanfpicious word, that 
he would have been fo kind to have mentioned, by what, 
or whofe authority, it is bound and laid upon our fhoulders I 

" No matter, you ^repaid for bearing it/' Say you fa, 

Mr Dean ? And do the whole body of the clergy really make a 
trade of religion? Let us ceafe to wonder then, if the trada 
fhould fail, that the poor church of England muft become a 
Bankrupt. 

Unfortunate Apologift f To what contempt and detcfta- 
tion would you expofe your indulgent mother^ ridente Pa^ 
pijlaj nee dolente AtheOj if your fophiflical trumpery fhould 
pafs for her genuine principles I 

Let us proceed with the Dean^s concefiion. Who that is 

acquainted with the raktable labours of Pierce^ Hallety For-- 

fiery Taylor J Chandler ^ Dodderidge^ Lawman^ Lardner^ &c. &c. 

&c. would not wifh with Dr. Jortin^ Utinam effent nojlri. 

It was the wifh of fuch men as JVbichcoij Tillotfan^ Burnet^ 
Tennifonj and above all, of that true Proteffcant Patriot, King 
William^ with refpedt to their excellent predeceflbrs, whofe 
conformity fhould have been, and deferved to have beea 
purchafed, by removing every circumflance out of our 
public forms, which could pollibly be a reafbnable ob- 
ftrudtion to it. And could the influence of thefe worthies 
of our EJlablifhment have prevailed over the monldfh and 
malicious bigotry of thofe times, it would have been ef<« 
fedted. The men indeed, who gave the ply to thofe times^ 
were wife enough in their generation. The admiflion of 
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fucli Conformifts into the church, would cither have funk 
thefe oppofers into infignificance, or have made their man- 
ners and principles odious to ^he-i?vhole world, when fet in 
contrail with the free, gener6us fpirit, and the pious and 
laborious deportaient of a Calamy^ or a Honve. 

Why may we not prefume, that there are at this hour, 
numbers of diffenting minifters, whofe learning, abilities, 
and other valuable qualities, would do honour to any religi- 
ous eftablifhment ; and that there are as few among them 
in proportion, who would be a difgrace to any^ as are to be 
found in our own ? 

' May I then have leave to folicit the worthy Dean's an- 
fwer to the following queries ? Does not the fpirit of Chri- 
ftianity require, that room fhould be made in our eftablifh- 
ment (coniidered as a Chriftian eftablifhment) for thefe Fel- 
low-labourers, who build upon the fame foundation that 
we do, the fufficiency of the fCriptures to make us ivife untofaU 
imtion ? and with whom, and with St. Pcnil^ we ought to 
agree, that other foundation can no man lay, than is laid^ ivhich 
is^ Jefus Chrift ? Would not fuch an acceffion of ftrength to 
the Proteftant caufe, as an ecclefiaftical union with fuch 
valuable charadlers would produce, be de(irable, even in a 
political view, by removing our eftablifhment ftill farther 
from Popery ? Would the Dean's m$re methodical and precifis 
Articles, or the corret^ons he propofes in the Liturgy, bring 
about the happy reconciliation required I If they are calcu- 
lated for this end, why is fubfcription to them called, with 
refped to minifters of diffenting congregations, a BURDEN? 
If not, would not the releafing thefe minifters from this burr 
den, whilft it is bound about the necks of the eftablifhed 
clergy, toad to make diis reconciliation abiR)lutely impra^i^ 
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cable ? And may not the D^an be juftly fufpe(5led to have 
propofed this indulgence of difTcnting minifters, with an 
efpecial view to this impra^icability ? 

The cafe at prefent with the dijflenting minifters, with 
refpedl to conformity, is this. If they can get over a few 
"objedlions to the modes of Church Government, and parti- 
cularly to the ^ticle of re-ordination^ they have a much left 
ilep to take towards the eftabliihed Church, than it is to 
afTent to certain do^rmal propofttions contained in the Articles 
they are dill obliged to fubfcribe. When they can get their 
own confent to undergo this piece of difcipline, the reft is, 
in comparifbn, of much lefs confequence ; and accordingly 
feveral of them have conformed, by whofe labours, the 
church, upon the whole, hath Joft no credit, though fbme 
few, by ftriking into the high orthodox road at full fpeed, 
may have difgraced both the fyftem they left, and that 
which they efpoufed. 

The Dean's expedient would eflfedually Ihut this door, at 
leaft upon the worthieft and moft confcientious part of them, 
by making their conformity more difficult and embarrafling 
than ever. No matter ; the more plenty there will be of of- 
Jices^ honourable diJiinBionSj and temporal pojfej/ions for the he- 
reditary children of the church. And as the cafe of fub- 
fcription is now likely to be more generally, as well as betr 
ter underftood fince the fixth of February^ i77^» the Dean 
may indulge his genius in the probable profpedl, that many 
of the youth defigned for the church, may, upon a ferious 
confideration of the burden^ decline the condition annexed to 
her emoluments, and leave them to thofe who can fwallow 
the bitter pill with lefs offence to their ftomachs. 

It is however, and mud be to all true friends of chriftian 
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liberty, a mod grateful effed of the lat€ controverfy con- 
cerning fubfcriptions, that the diffenting clergy fhould be 
relieved from this injurious condition inferted in the very 
law which tolerates their worfhip, upon whatever principle 
the relief is forced from the politicians of the prefent day. 
But if they are intitled to this indulgence upon political 
principles, they are intitled to tnore upon better principles. 
If their miniftry is equally effedlual in making men good 
chriftians, and good fubjedls, as that of eftablifhed clergy- 
men, the public is, in proportion to their numbers, equally 
benefited by their labours, and ought in juftice to confer up- 
on them 3. proportionabie ih^K of the public profits. And if 
in this view an incorporation is neceflary, reafon, juftice, and 
the gofpel diredl, that where in conscience they cannot come 
up to us, we fhould go down to them, while their demands 
are reafonable, and founded upon an evangelical do<flrine 
which is common to us both *. If their miniftry is reprehen- 
fibUy and noxious to the Chrijlian and the fuhjeEl^ every in- 
dulgence in their errors ftiould be denied them, and their 
Jioufes of public worfhip ftiut up. 

* I am fony to obfervc, that in the printed Cafi the Diflenters diftributcd 
to the Members of Parliament, they (hoold give it as a twelfth reafon^ that, 
'* The reafons for which fubfcription is deemed neceflary mider an eftablifbment^ 
** do not extend to the cafe of a Toleration.^* Had this reckon been pennM by 
Dr. Tucker^ I (honid not have marvelled ; his efiahlijbed m^ims are maxims of 
traffic* wherein e//;wdwx zrtfaknUe, as well as other things. But to hear doc- 
trines of this kind;preachcd in tbeiame paper, where it is aflerted, that, «• The 
** Liberty djcfired is agreeable^ not only to the rights of men and chriftians, but 
** to the fent intents ofthebeji writers^ to the principles of found pdicy, and to the 
**fpirit cfthe conflitution,'' looks as if, in the opinion of the Diflenters, the Pe» 
titioners of February 6, were neither men nor chtiftians, and that the DifTenters 
jonfy were intituled to be dealt with according to thefiatimerits cfthe beji wrkers^ 
il)e frincipUs cf found potuy, and the fpirit tf the coj0isuti$»^ 

But, 
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. But, leaving the Dean of Glocejler a while to his own me- 
ditations, let us return to the terrors of the Politician. 

'* The fuccefs of this Petition would certainly terminate 
*^ in the fubverlion of order and good government." 

Hardly fo certainly as to verify this propofition upon the 
mere illuftration of its own felf-evidence. It was faid of Lu- 
ther^ that he committed two errors in his way of promoting 
reformation. It was pretended, that he might have had 
better fuccefs, had he not touched xht Pontifical TiarCy and 
the bellies of the monksy which, it feems, were the two grand 
hinges of Order and good Government in the church of Rome. 
The Petition, I apprehend, fleers clear of all miftakes of the 
fame kind ; it leaves epifcopacy in full poflTeffion of its legal 
powers, nor does it tend to diminifh the revenue of the 
<:hurch to the value of fix- pence. The Petition aims only at 
.the refloration of the pure ivord of God to its proper autho- 
rity in a province where even the royal fupremacy feems 
tender of interfering. And if by fuch refloration, the order 
and good government of the church would be Juhvertedy it 
will be impoflible to perfiiade fome people, that more order^ 
and better government would not arife out of the ruins. 

As I was at a confiderable diftance from a certain orator, 
whofe fentiments are underflood to regulate thofe of many 
other men, I might eafily mifapprehend him, but to me his 
expreflions implied, that he meant to have taken his fleps 
with refpecfl to this Petition, as if it had been addrefTed 
to himfelf alone. 

By turning over fb many Law-books in the way of my 
profefBon, I have contradled a fort of difinclination to vefl 
the whole legiflative and executive power of this once great 
kingdom, in the hands of one man; and I cannot reconcile 
myfelf to that language, which goes upon a fuppolation, that 
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a Minifter of State may, by his own power arid influence, 
execute^ as well as propofcy what plans of order and good go* 
'ucmment (hall feem expedient to his fingle wifdom. 

But if a Gentleman in Office ivill affedt the charadler of 
Chief Magiftrate, it is for his credit to ad the part conftfiently. 
If the Chdef Magiftrate (confidered as having all legtjla^ 
the and executive powers in his hands) takes upon him to 
eflablifh religion upon his own maxims of public utility^ 
paffing by all confiderations of the fource from which the 
nominal religion he would eftablifh pretends to be derived^ 
it muft be a difparagement to his authority, and inconfift- 
ent with his plan, to admit of a Toleration-laiv for fedls and 
diflentions, in the leaft degree. He Ihould adhere ftriftly 
•to the literal fenfe of the text. Compel them to come in. It is 
the only text to which he ought to pay any regard. To ad- 
-mit pleas of Confcience^ may be fatal to order and good go^ 
A)emment. There may be times and feafons when men of 
Confcience may become the majority, and rife up in a formi- 
dable body againft the eftablifhment. And indeed, fuch is 
.the caprice of men's minds, when left to chufe their own re- 
ligion, that there is no providing againft fuch events, but by 
excluding all operations of Confcience from the environs of 
an eftabliflunent, by the fevereft laws that can be devifed. 

To give an inftance from a cafe quoted on occafion of the 
affair under our confideration. Mention was made of the 
liberties taken with the doArine of the Trinity ^ and taken 
with impunity, in open defiance " of an adl of Parliament, 
** which has prohibited all difputation upon that dodlrine.'* 
But where was order and good government all this while ? Is 
it not moft inexcufable indolence in the politic Chief Magi- 
ftrate, to fuffer his decrees to be thus fet at nought ? Should 
he not (train every nerve to bring thefe offenders to juftice ? 

Not 
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Not an author, printer, publifher or vender of thefe difpu** 
tatious trads on the Trinity^ Ihould efcape his vigilance or 
vengeance. To fcreen his remiflhefs under the name of the 
Unity of Government^ is a poor contemptible fubterfuge* 
With an exprefs law on his fide, it is his duty to proteiSl his 
eftablifhment from fuch grofs affronts, at all events. 'His 
jeftablilhment is not an eftablifhment of Lenity. It binds a- 
bout the neck of Confcience the iron chain of Uniformity^ 
with the utmoft rigour ; and to relax it in any degree, call 
only ferve to give fufpicions, that this mighty Leviathan^ 
with all his pretences of public utility^ is confcious, that in 
enadling fuch laws as this concerning the Trinity^ and others 
of the fkme fort, he exceeds his commiflion, and is obliged^ 
by fuch Toleration^ to fubvert his own maxim. For, laying 
the interefts of Truth and Religion out of the cafe, where is 
the public utility of giving this indulgence to the Hydra ofCone^ 
troverfy^ in a civil fenfe ? If public utility is not incommo- 
ded by it, what becomes of the Politician's grand argument 
againft this Petition ? 

But, incongruous as it is in a Minifter of State, to talk of 
a power of eftablifhing a particular religion, and tolerating 
a different one, on the fame principle^ it is tenfold more ab- 
furd in a member of the clerical fociety to \ife this lenitive 
language. His fort is not in a plea of public utility^ but in 
his own fnug centre of union. If he puts the men who dif- 
fent from him, in a capacity to call in queftion the prin- 
ciple of his eftablifhment with impunity, it may in the end 
prove dangerous to his honourable diftinflions and temporal 
pqffejjions. He fhould not fuflPer either the Chief Magiftrate, 
or his iubjciSls, to pry into the validity of his pretenfions to 
either. Public utility gives the idea of black to one man, 
and of white to his next neighbour. In one Statefman's no* 
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tions of public utility ^ it is better to tolerate a few Preva^ 
ricators m the church, who make a trade of religion^ than to 
exclude prevarication by complying with the Petition. A 
fucceflbr may arife, who will think it expedient, and even 
a point of public utility ^ to examine into the nature and a>- 
cumjlances of this trading in religion, and the relult may 
be, that thefe honourable dijiinflions are conferred, in the main^ 
upon unworthy objedls, and thefe temporal pojfejfions diftri- 
buted with a partiality which is a reproach to all order 
and good government : nor fliould I wonder if fuch exami- 
nation fliould take its rife from the intimations dropped in 
the Dean of Glocefter s Apology for the prefent church of Eng-^ 
land as by laiv ejlabli/hed. 

And this reminds me of two or three incidents which 
have fallen out, fince the Petition for relief in the matter 
of fubfcription^ was rejedled. 

Soon after this event, it was propofed, it feerHs, to limit 
the demands of the Clergy upon their Parifhioners to a cer- 
tain number of years, and to provide, that no claims of 
tithes, &c. which had laid dormant, fliould be admitted 
againft the quiet and uninterrupted pofleflion of the Pa- 
rifliioners for that length of time. 

A Reverend Friend whom I met on a vifit, in company 
with three or four of his brethren, made no fcruple to put 
this attempt upon the facred order, to the account of the 
Petitioners ; and as the company were unanimous in that 
opinion, I left them to enjoy it at their leifure. And yet cer- 
tain it is, that a bill of this tendency was proje(5led and talked 
of many months before the Petition to remove fubfcriptions 
was heard of, or, as I verily believe, was thought of. And 
there cannot be a ftronger proof of the Petitioners having 
no concern in that matter, than that they had not any more 
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determined adverfaries in the Houfe of Commons, than 
were fome of the projedors and patrons of this Umitivg 
bill. 

It may, indeed, be a fubjedl of fpeculation, both to phi- 
lofophers and politicians, to find the motive on which the 
fame gentlemen, who were fo zealous to deprive the clergy 
of a temporal privilege, Ihould be as earneft in confining 
them to a pradlice, which is underftood to occafion fome 
degree of prevarication among them. Human laws cannot 
always be fo ftricflly worded, as not to leave room for eva- 
fion ; I have been informed, that the intended Bill was as 
liable to this imperfeiftion, as fome other Adls refpedling 
the clergy, have been before it. Could thefe gentlemen ex- 
pecfl that a fort of men would ftridWy adhere to the plain; 
ienfe of one law, which affecfled their property fo materially, 
who are liippofed fo frequently to employ their dexterity in 
quibbling away the plain fenfe of another ?' 

This imputation, therefore, muft be taken, only as an 
adjundl of that foolifli calumny, which afcribes to the Peti- 
tioners a defign to ruin the Church of England. But as I 
am perfuaded that neither the Petition, nor the limiting Bill 
had any fuch defign, or would have had any fuch effedl, I 
fhall be free to confefs, that, had I been one of the Peti- 
tioners, I fhould not have thought of oppofing a Bill of this 
nature, provided the limitations in it were extended to every 
order in the church, and to every body of men incorpora^ 
ted for ecclefiaftical purpofes. 

In the various converfaiions I have heard upon this fub- 
jedt, I could never find more than two allegations againft 
it, which deferved the lead notice. 

The firft went upon the fuppofition, that " all donations 
'' to, and endowments of churches, had the £an(Slion of a 
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^* kind of confecration^ and that even the municipal Law of 
*' our own country had annexed the idea of Sacriledge to 
** the fubtradlion of them by the Laity *. — ^That the with- 
** holding or fecreting fuch donations, &c. for a number of 
^* years, was rather an aggravation of the fin, than a di- 
^* minution of the inpumbent's title to them. — ^That, there- 
*^ fore, the Legiflature would not only be unreafonable^ but 
*' irreligious J in ihutting this door upon the clergy, and de- 
** priving them of the means of recovering what the iniqui- 
" ty of former or latter times may have difpofed the makji^ 
** dioiu pofleflbrs to conceal or detain." 

1 dare fay. I fhall be allowed by every one who knew the 
*late Archbifhop of Canterbury, to fuppofe, there is not a 
man in the three kingdoms more likely to urge this argu- 
. ment in favom- of the church, than he would have been, in 
cafe this Bill had been brought into Parliament in his life- 
time. And, therefore, without difcufling the point either 
on theological or legal principles, I fhall only appeal to his 
Grace's authority in a work, which we muft, in commoa 
charity, believe, to. contain his laft and lateft fentiments up- 
on the fubjed. 

The fadl," fays his Grace, *^ is notorious, that all our tem^ 

poral powers and privileges are merely conceflions of the 

ftate \r 
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* Tithes. arc csiXtA^ a fpintual fie ; and Hobart. Rep. 42. fays, " that which 
is given in lieu of tithes, is turned into a fpiritual fee.^- — ** In thefe latter 
** ages," (fays Godolphin, 349) " not regarding what 5t. Hierem fays, that 
•* fraudare ecclejiam eft Jacrikghtm^ all artifices imaginable are put in praftice 
** to fubduft the tithes, and therefore to enforce the due payment thereof, were 
•« the ftatutes of Hen. 8. and Ed, 6. made and eiiafted." 

t Letter to Mr. JValpok, p. 10. But Coke and Selden had difcovered this 
fecrct before him ; and we fee in the note above, that the jw divmum would not 
do, without Hb&jus Aupwuwh 
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If the powers and privileges of Bifhops are upon this foot- 
ing with the ftate, much more, furely, are the temporalities 
of the inferior clergy. And it is to be noted, that as his 
Grace allows, that, if it fb pleafed the ftate, " Bifhops 
** might be both without Peerages a,nd Confijlory Courts^ 
there muft be a legal competency in the Legiflatare to judge 
when, where, and in what manner it may be expedient to 
augment, withdraw, or modify thefe conQefGons from time 
to time, as the exigencies of the public may require *. 

It is upon this principle, I apprehend, that the Petitioners 
offered their Grievance ta the confideration of the Honoura- 
ble Houfc of Commons in the firft place. Here fit their re- 
prefentatives, and here, as they are freeholders of Great 
Britain^ the conditions on which they hold their freeholds, 
are more immediately cognifable. Subfcription to the thir- 
ty-nine articles, &c. is one fiich condition ; and they muft 
have deferted both their principle and their caufe, had they 
oppoled Mr. Seymour's Limitation-bill upon the allegation o£ 
a divine right to their temporal pofleiliGns. 
♦ Orthodox churchmen, whatever concejfums they may make 
in any prefent diftrefs, have always ftiewn the utmoft reluc- 
tance to have their ecclefiaftical claims canvafled in Parlia* 
ment, and particularly in the Houfe of Gammons. And 
accordingly, though they did not think proper to call in 
queftion, the principle upon which I have fuppofed the Pe- 
titioners to condudt themfelves, they found the means to 
attack them upon other pretences, firft, upon the illegality ^ , 



♦ " Nothing has loft the Pope fo mnch in his fupremaqr, as not acknowledg- 
" iBg.what Pnnces gave him 'Tis a fcom upon the dvU power, and an un- 
•* thankfolnefs in the Priefl. But the church runs to jm dwinum, left if they 
«' (hould acknowledge what they have by pofitive law, it might as well be takea 
*[ from them, as given to them." S4lden\ Table-talk. 77/. Jus Divinum. 

and 
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and fecondly, upon the impropriety of the mode of their ap- 
plication. 

With refpe<5l to the firll pretence, it was reported, that 
they had procured an opinion from one or more fages of the 
law ; that, by prefenting a Petition of this nature to the 
Houfe of Commons in the frji inftance, the Petitioners had 
incurred a Prcmunire^ fuch application being derogatory to 
the King's Supremacy in all caufes ecclefiaftical. 

Permit me to afk, Would this opinion have been fbli- 
<:ited, would it have been given, if the Petitioners had ap- 
plied to the Bifhops in the firft place ? Was not every anti- 
-petitioaing mouth opened againft them, for thus palling by 
their proper fuperiors ; and did n(»t the Bifhops themfelves 
highly refeat this affront ? I would afk then^ what circum- 
ilance brought the Petitioners within the peril of a Premu'- 
nire^ by applying to the Houfe of Commons^ which would not 
have expofed them to the fame peril, had they petitioned 
the Bifhops only ? The words, in the Adl, 1 6. Rich. II. 
Jfmlt purfue any procefs in the Court of Rome^ or eyiiv^herCy 
aie, I am informed, the ground of the opinion given on 
•this occafion. Does not the word, elfenvhere^ include the 
-body of the Bifhops, whether in or out of convocation, 
as well as the Houfe of Commons ? 

Dr. Wood tells us, ** By the woixi elfeivhere^ it is faid, 
** that fuits in Equity^ to relieve againfl a judgment at law, 
'•* and fuits in the Admiralty^ fuits in the courts of the Cbw- 
•* ftahle and Marfhal^ and iji the ecclefiaftical Courts, for 
** matters belonging to the cognifance of the common LaiVy 
** are within the fliatute *. To this, indeed, he puts a 

qudsre^ 

♦ Wood, B. iii. c. 3. His quan refers us to 4. Hen.xr* c. 23. (it is the 22d 
OQ the roll) \vhich is little to the purpofe, and. is only the. amendment of another 
A^i wiiicb coo&ied the Incumbent wrongfully oufled, to bring his iiitt within 
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quMre^ though he cites for his authority, Cb^/s Inftitutes. Be 
it obfcrved, however, that fuits in Parliament are not com- 
prehended in this lift. On the other hand, when we confi- 
dcr, that the ftatute of Rich. II. was aimed at the Pope's en- 
ctoathments on the royal fupremacy^ and that Bifhops were 
the fpiritual heirs of his pretenfions, it will readily occur, 
that, on this very account, the word, elje^here^ muft have 
had a more efpecial refpe^fl to them, whether fitting in their 
courts J or in their conclaves. And whoever he was that gave 
the. opinion, concerning the firft application of the Peti- 
tioners to the Houfe of Commons, needed not to have gone fo 
far about, (as he muft have done in that cafe) to bring them 
within the ftatute, had they begun with petitioning the Bi- 
fhops. 

And now that we are upon this fubjeft, let us proceed a 
little farther. How would the King's fupremacy be affedl- 
ed by this application to the Houfe of Commons ? We give 
not to our Prince^ fays the 37th article, the miniflring either of 
Code's ivord^ or of the facraments. What is the meaning of 
this refiriEiive claufe ? Is it merely that the Prince fhall not 
preach a fermon, or read a chapter in the Bible to his peo- 
ple ? Does it not feem to lay fbme reftraints upon fiich of 
his ediSis as may relate to the miniftring of God's word, by 
interfering with the mode of liich miniftring prefcribed by 
law? If it does, a mere a6l of the royal fupremacy could 
not, according to this Article, have relieved the Petitioners. 

the year, 13. Ttkh. 11. c. i. Whereas this Law of K. Hen. gives the Incumbent 
liberty to fue for his remedy, and to begin his fuit, at what time fhall pleafe 
him, within the year, or after, at his will. But fuppofing the cafe cognifablc 
at Common Law, it would ftill be on the peril of a Premunire, if he inftitutcd 
his fuit in the Ecclefiaftical Court, any thing in this ftatute to the contrary not- 
•withftandiog. 
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If it does noty it takes from the Prince a pririlege, yAidk 
the laws allow to the v^ry meaneft of his people. In eidier 
cafe, how will the Hierarchy excufe K. Jamci L for preach^ 
ing his long fermons to his Parliamenta, or his giying direc-^ 
tians to other Preachers^ concerning the <xpQimdigg aaay UkU 
iffcripture ivhatfoever? 

But this is not all. Expound the claufe of the Article ei-» 
ther way, and try if you can make it conGilent widx the 
Royal Supremacy as flated by the common law, which gives 
our ¥Lings/acerdotal powers without any fuch reftridfion. 

" The King oi Etiglawi;' fays Godalphin, '' is Per/ma fa^ 
** craj €t mixta cumfacerdoli^ *nd at his coronation, by a fo* 
'^ lemn Qmfecratiw and UnfiioUy becomes a fpiritual Perfon, 
" /acred and ecclejiajiicaly and then hath, tarn Vefiem Dmbna^ 
** ticam^ as an emblem of his Royal Priefthood, quam Qnto^ 
** nam Regtu^ in refpedl of the. Regal power in tcmporala *.** 

By this account, our Prince is inverted witjb ^\ ftcerd^tat^ 
as well as regal power, without exception, and confequently 
with the power of minijlrtng of Gods iMtrd^ and of thejacra^ 
ments. Nor will any greater difficulty arife irom the mixta 
perjona in his Majefty, with refpedt to the two provinces of 
King and Ptiefi^ than from the mix^ture of a J^irttucd fune* 
tion with a temporal Peerage in the perfon of a Bifhop. 

It is hardly to be fuppofed, that an Article which was 
framed fo long after thefe nov^ pre/criptiiHi Ritea of Confecra^ 
tion and bwefiiture were inftituted, fhould fuperfede diic 
powers conferred by thofe folemnities ; and therefore, if his 
Majefty's Supremacy muft be brought into the debate, kt 
it be confidered, whether they who would give up the Ar- 
ticle, or they who {o pertinacioully adhere to it, are more 
in danger of a Premunire. 

• Repert. Can<;n, p. 9. 
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As' the law now ilandsi it is acknowledged on all handsi 
that thcfc thirty-nine Articles cannot be fet afide but by the 
Legiflature. Some people, indeed, have been wild enough to 
hold^ (upon the authority however of a famous Lawyer) that 
ev^i the Legiflature can make no alteration in our Eccleiiaf^ 
tical Conftitution, without iitfringing the Ad of Union ; a 
do<5trine too abfurd even for the Author of the Book of Al^ 
lianc€ to digeft. 

To petition or appeal to the Legiflature, then, is to pcti** 
tion or appeal to the King in his Parliament, the only me- 
thod in which the Petitioners could expe<ft relief from his 
Majefty in the prefent cafe, nor indeed do they feem to have 
beoQ unmindful of his Majefty's peculiar province in an ap- 
plication of this nature ; for though they begin with fuppli^- 
cating the Commons, there is, in the prayer of their Peti- 
tion, an appeal to his Majefty's PIETY, with full as much 
dutiful refpedt, I apprehend, as they would have fhewn, 
in appealing to the Royal Supremacy, vnthout noticing the 
Parliament. 

But to leave this tender pointy as Godolphin calls it ♦, Ca 
point which ought to be full as tender to a Bifhop as a Peti- 
tioner) and to confkler the obje<Stion to an immediate appli- 
cation to the Houfe of Ck>mmons, on the fubjetSl of this Pe- 
tition, taken from the fuppofed Impropriety of it. 

This Impropriety^ it feems, was alledged to confiil, in ap- 
plying for relief to a Body of Men, who were not fuppofed 
to be competent judges of a grievance, the nature of which 
could not be thoroughly underftood, without an accurate 
knowledge in the deepeft points of tfieology. 

How the Honourable Commons come by their learning, 
I prefume not to know. But this I can fafely affirm as a 

f Godolpbin. u. s. p. ii. 
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matter of fadl, that if there was any want of knowledge in 
the debate on the 6th of February^ it was not among the Ad- 
vocates of the Petition. Thofe worthy perfons could not 
have underftood the queftion better, had they ftudied the 
controverfy for twice feven years *. The queftion indeed 
was a very plain one, viz. Whether the [ame men who io^ 
lemnly engage on their entrance into the Miniftry, to teach 
the people from the pure ivord of God onfy, could, on the 
Hjery fame occaftoriy be reafonahly required to teach the fame 
feople according to a fyftem which is not the pure word 
of God only ? For, be it remarked, with all due deference 
to the influential condu(5lor of the antipetitioning caufe, he 
himfelf declined the tafk of adjufting the Articles to a con* 
fonancy with the fcriptures j in which he fhewed the good 

♦ Perhaps this may not eafily be credited by thofe who have feen no more of 
the Debate than appeared in the News-papers, in which great caution was ufcd 
to give no more of the fpecches in favour of the Petition, than was juft necdiary 
to iiluftrate the laboured Anfwers of its opponents, mod of which were infertod.sft 
ftjU length. This was, no doubt, contrived on the charitable confideration^ that 
the eyes of the people who had fo long fat in darknefs, (hould not be t#o fudden- 
ly incommoded with the full glare of light, which might have broke in upon 
them by an impartial exhibition of the Replies to thofe Anfwers. To the iame 
fort oi prudential^ benevolent^ and perhaps pajloral maoagement, we may alcribe 
the pains that have been taken to bring forward every thic^ which might fet the 
Petitioners in an invidious light, and to keep back every thing which tended to 
qualify thefc impreffions by more equitable reprefcntations. Thefe little arts, 
however, feem now to be lofing their influence, and confequcntly, their uft. 
The people are becoming more and more inquiikive into the merits of the caufe* 
They begin to perceive that theythcmfelves have an important intereft in the 
event, as well as the clergy. The ferions part of them fee it is no matter of in- 
difference, that their teachers (hould be free froTi ever}' engagement, which may 
throw an imputation, or even the remoteft fufpicion upon their fincerity. And 
as this knowledge gradually gains ground, we may hope the tricks and fopbiftrics 
that have been inftrumental in fupprefling it, will now be detcfted, and the 
authors of them held in no higher eilimation than fuch prafilces intltle them to. 
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fenfc of a ikilfbl Divine, as well as the circumfpecftion of 
a {Miident Statefman. 

Where the ingenious Gentlemen on the other fide learned 
their language, might perhaps be an amufing inquiry. We 
have obferved already, that all of them did not ftridlly 
adhere to the fentiments of my Lords the Bifhops, either in 
tibcir premiiTes, or in the inferences they grounded upon 
them. And they who appeared to flick more to their Brief, 
acquitted themfelves with fo little candour towards the Pe- 
titioners, that thefe fupplicants could hardly feel any re- 
morfe for not applying to the Bifliops in the frft inftance. 
For furely the contempt and abufe thrown upon the Peti- 
tioners, could hardly be juftified by barely aflerting, that 
no alteration is necejfary ; in fupport of which aphorifin, the 
difpenfers of it feemed to be left by their clients to find rea- 
fons as they could. 

I give this only as a conjeHural account, why the Peti- 
tioners did not follow the advice fo often given them in 
News-papers and Pamphlets to commit their caufe to the 
Bifhops. They might have others to which I am a ftran- 
ger. But even byftanders could fee and remark, from the 
profo\md filence of their Lordlhips during fo many months 
as elapfed from the firft meeting at the Feathers Tavern, to 
the day of hearing in February^ that the Petitioners had lie- 
tie or nothing to expe<5l from that quarter ; and even by- 
ftanders came to know, that in that interval, fome indivi- 
duals had applied to their refpedlive Diocefans for their 
fentiments on the fubjed, vrithout the lead fatisfacfUon or 
cffea. 

Thefe things being confidered and laid together, it will 
clearly appear to the intelligent reader, that as the Peti- 
tioners were perfe<flly right in making their firfl applica- 
tion 
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tioa to the Hottfe of G)mmon89 fo tkty would Jiave beetl 
perfedly wrong and inconfiftent witti their own pret^Orr 
fions, had they raifed, or joined in any oppofitioo. to the 
Bill for limiting the claims of the ckrgy^ either in their civil 
or ecclejiaftical capacity. 

In the other objection to Mr. Seymour^s limiting Bill, the 
Petitioners are very little, if at all concerned j certainly no 
farther, than they may wifh our gracious Sovereign. , may 
reign undifturbed by any mifunderftanding with any clafe 
of his people. 

The objedion was, that " the Bill propofed, had a tc»r 
** dency to embroil the Crown with the Church." 

As I was not prefent at this debate, I take this particu- 
lar from common report, which adds, that this probable 
cflFedl of the law in queftion, was fuggefted by pne of tho& 
who afFedl to diftinguifh themfelves from ibme others of 
his Majefty's equally loving fubje(fls, by the title of Friends 
to the Crown. 

I {hould have thought, that a real friend to the Crown 
would have been cautious how he dropped an apprehenfion 
of that fort in the company where it was faid to be deliyer- 
ed. Where there is a Legiflature to interpofe between the 
Crown and any Body of men who are di£po:fed to quarrel 
•with it, the Crown Ihould have litde to fear from the dis- 
contents of the Church, unlefs there fhovJd be fome fecret 
artide in the Alliance between the Crown and the Church, to 
which the people and their reprefentatives in parliameitt are 
no parties. If the Crown and the Church have their uies 
for each other, diftindt from the interefts and welfare of the 
public, and out of the cognifance of its conftitutional Guar- 
dians, it may be a point of prerogative wifdom to avoid 
a breach with the church. And does not this obje<5tion to 
the limiting Bill feem to imply a connedion of that nature ? 

And 
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And would it not intimate to the aiidience, diat the left 
oflenftbk Articles of the Alliance might be immcal to the 
rights and liberties of a free people ? 

The Patrons of the hmititig Billy it is poflible, might per* 
ceive ibmething in the nnfibk effciSts of fuch Alliance, detri*- 
mental to the communit7 at large, and not very honotirable 
to the Crown. ' Commendams^ Difpenfatims^ Pluratitiis^' to 
which the Crown either dire<EUy or minifterially gives its 
fandlion, have been known to fcandalize fbme honefl men^ 
who think they ought to be edified by the moderatum of pi- 
ous Bifhops, and the fimplicity of confcientious Prefbyters, 
not to mention the murmurs of thofe who are obliged, 
through thefe indulgences, to pay for entertainment they 
never tafte. The Patrons of this Bill could not be ignorant, 
of what nineteen in twenty of their conftituents are well a- 
ware, that is to fay, of an immenie increafe of Property dai- 
ly accruing to the Church, which is likeiy enough, without 
a tiaiely interpofition of the kgiflature, to render the church 
paramount to every other Society in the Kingdom, and even 
to the Crown itfelf* All the world knows by this time, that 
the Church is Miftrefs of an accumulating fund, which, in 
a courle of years (perhaps not much longer than that whidE 
has run out fince Harry the Eighth's refumptions) will, up- 
on a fair and moderate calculation, enable her to purchafe 
an eftate more than equivalent to that, which was, at that 
period, alienated firom her } and all this by; the Bounty of 
the Crown. 

Surely it behoves, that the Church fhould do the Cro wpi 

Ibme very eflential lervice in return for thefe generous Be- 

nefa^ons. Our Monarchs have been, in mod periods, 

wary enough not to difpenie their favours, particularly of 

f the pecuniary kind, widiput Ibme valuable confiderations. 

But 
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But what die fervice cxpe<fled from the Church may be in 
grateful return for this kindnefs^ would be hard to fay, 
unlefs we may be allowed to conjedhire, that the Rev. Dr. 
Nawell was her Spokefman on the thirtUth day of January^ 
1772. And that being prefuppofed, we can hardly wonder 
that thanks for his performance were difcovercd ex poJlfaEtOj 
to have been mifplaced, and that he fhould be referred to 
thofe who had greater obligations to him, to comfort him 
for his difappointment. 

As this difcovery was made after the Petition for relief 
in the matter of fubfcription was rejedled, I could not help 
mufing a little on the very different impreflions the fame 
fubjedl, confidered in different lights, will make, fometimes 
within a very few days, upon the fame audience. 

It is probable Dr. Ncnvell might, on this occafion, adopt 
his dodh^ine more immediately from a certain Decree of the 
UniverGty in which he enjoys an honourable dt/iin£lion. Ne- 
verthelefs, had he been heard by his Counfel, a very indif- 
ferent Advocate might have fliewn, that the Dodlor's in- 
ferences are ftriftly deducible from the dodlrine of our H(h 
milies againft Rebellion^ which are appointed to be read on 
every iblemn commemoration of the Martyrdom^ and to 
which every Clerk, and every Graduate, is obliged to liib- 
fcribe his unfeigned aflent and confent, as agreeable to the 
word of God. 

I apprehend the Gentlemen who ftigmaiized the Petition- 
ers as difturbers of xh^ public peace^ and fomenters of Cbn- 
troverjy^ were not a little interefted to keep the Dodlor and 
his principles in credit. Why did they not exert themfelves 
to fcreen the preacher from a difgrace, which, by falling 
upon him, fell unavoidably at the fame time upon the Thir^ 
^y-fft^ Article of the Church of England ? Why fliould the 

Petitioners 
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Petitioners be deemed mad znA frantic^ for attempting to re- 
move thofe Articles, whofe do6lrin&, in a moft important 
point, Dn Nowcll was deemed mad and frantic for clpou- 

fing? 

I freely own, that, in my poor opinion, the continuing 
£b general a Subfcription to thefe Homilies, is no great aA 
of friendfliip to the Crown, or to the gracious head which 
wears it ; efpecially confidering the law by which it is there 
placed. Prevarication in a point of that national concern, 
has but an untoward afpetft upon the allegiance which the 
£une fubfcribers are obliged to pledge to the pre(ent Royal 
Eamily. The Laity honeftly infure their fidelity to his Ma- 
jefty, by a plain oath without any referve or drawback. Can 
a clerical fubfcription to a dodlrine which implies, that the 
Revolution of 1 688, was neither rightful or lawful^ ferve to 
^ny other purpose, when contraflod with the oath of abju- 
ration, tha;Q to hint to the public, the convenience of lea- 
ving open a cJopr of retreat for the clerical focietjtj in cafe 
Uie crown fhould come into ciramiftances of embroilment 
with the church ? And pught the Petitioners tjo become ob*. 
Aoxious to any friend of the crown, for endeavouring to 
(but the door againft a pretence of that kind ? 
. There is another matter, canvafled with no Httle warmth' 
among our political guardians fince the fate of the Peti- 
tion, which does no difcredit to the caufe of the Peti- 
tioners. 

. Order and ^ood government feem to a plain underftand-' 
ing to require, that where there is a iyftem of j^eligion (lb* 
called) adopted by the Magiflrate for the practical ufes of 
his people, care fliould be . uken, that there be no contra- 
didion or difagreement between the eftablifhed civil policy, 
and the dodlrines of tlrat fyftcm. This has, I hopey fuflkieotly ' 

L appeared 
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appeared from the cafe ftated in the inftance j\ift mentioaaed. 
And it will be no lefs apparent from that I am going to give.; 
•Were I difpofed to give any opinion concerning the latc^ 
law which lays a reftraint upon the Royal Family with re- 
fjped to their marriages, I (hould not perhaps condemn it 
with that feverity which fome writers have exprefled. A 
taw of that fort may, for ought I know, be highly expe-^ 
dient for the public. But furely, before it was finally ena<5t^ 
ed, fome courfe fhould have been taken with the Thirty^fc- 
cond of our Articles of Religion, which mod exprcfsly 
teaches, that, '' It is lawful for ALL CHRISTIAN MEN 
" to jnarry at their own difcretiony as they Ihall judge the 
•* fame to ferve better to Godlinefs.** 

This Thirty fecond Article, or at Icaft the lafl claufe of it, 
ihould indeed have been difpofed of near twenty years ago, 
before the A£i to prevent clandefiine marriages took place. As 
Unngs are now circumflanced among us, our confeffion al-* 
lows us, as Chrijlian men, i.e. iubje<5l to the Laws of the 
Qofpel, to marry at our own dtfcretion, as we Jhall judge the 
fime to ferve better to Godlinefs. But, 

1. The law of the land fays, ** No ; you ihall not- many 
•* at your own difcretion, but at the dilbretion of your Pa^ 
•* rents or Guardians, on the peril of having your mar- 
** riages declared null and void, your iffue hafiardized, and 
•* the fucceffion of your pofterity dd^eated." 

2. The Antipetitioners fay, that the intent of requiring 
(ubfcription of the clei^ is, that they may all preach the 
uniform do<Slrine of the Articles. The law fays, that, in the 
prefent inftance at leaft, the Judge upon the bench {hall preach' 

a dodtrine contrary to that of the 3 2d Article. The 

Article leaves the marriage of the Chrijiidn man to his owti 
d\fcretion^ as he himfelf Jhall judge the fame to ferve better 

to 
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io Godlinefs^ that is, the article leaves it to his eonfcience. Bat 
the law interferes, and fays, that in certain cales (whert 
however eonfcience is a very capable judge) the man's eon- 
fcience has nothing to do in the matter with refpedl to the 
Godlinefs or Ungodlinefs of his views, but the Confcience of 
his Guardian^ or of my Lord Chancellor. 

3. The clergyman fubfcribes his ajfent and confent to the 
Article as agreeable to the word of God. But if he a6ls accor- 
ding to the doBrine of the Article, in the faid cafes, and 
celebrates a marriage approved and authorifed by it, he 
fliall be tranfported as a felon. 

4. The Petitioners are told, that their requeft cannot be 
complied with, as it would break in upon the Uniformity of 
the ejlablijhment. If therefore fubfcription is ftill to be con- 
tinued as a means of preferving Uniformity^ fhould not the 
latter part of this Thirty-fecond Article run thus ? " It is not 
^' lawful for all Chriftian men to marry at thbir own diP 
^* cretion, or as they themfelves ftiall judge the fame to 
** ferve better to Godlinefs, but fliall govern themfelves 
** herein at the difcretion of a Parent or a Guardian, as the 
*^ Parent or the Guardian fliall judge the fame to ferve bet- 

^ ter to'' whatever he or flie pleafes to flibftitute in 

fhe room of Godlinefs. 

It does not appear fat lead from any minutes I have feen 
iof the debates on the occafion) that the authority of this 
Article was exprefsly alledged in oppofition to what is called 
the Royal Marriage Afl. And yet this might have been ex- 
pe<Sled from fome of the epifcopal bench, which, in general 
IS underilood to maintain, that all and every of the Thirty*^ 
hine Articles are agreeable to the nvord of God. ^ 

This filence of their Lordfliips is the .more furprifing, as 
the doSirine of the Article is pretty ftrongiy aflerted ih terfain 

L 2 Remonfrances 
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^^on^rances^.TetSLikd ia the public prints^ as part of- the 
proceedings of that illuftrious Aflembly of which their 
Lordlhips are members. 

* *' We conceive/' fays one of them, " the right of coDk- 
" ferring a difcretionary power to prohibit all marriages^ 
** (whether veiled in the Crown alone, — or in the manner 
" now enadled by the Bill) to be above the reach of any 
*' legiflature, as contrary to the original inherent rights of 
" human Nature^ which, as they are not derived from, or * 
" held under civil Latvia by no civil Laivs can be taken 

•* away."— ^^ To difable a man during his whole life, 

" from contradling marriage, or what is tantamount, to 
^ make his power of contracting fuch marriage, dependant, . 
" neither on his own choice, nor upon any fixed rule of law, 
" but on the arbitrary will of any man, or fet of men, ia , 
•* exceeding the power permitted by the divine Providence 
•* to human Legiflatures. It is dire<5lly againft the earlieft 
•• command given by God to mankind, contrary to the right 
•* of domeftic fociety and comfort,, and to the. defire of law- 
" ful Pofterity, the firft and bed of the inftinds planted in 
•• us by the Author of our nature, and utterly incompatible 
•* with all Religion, natural and revealed, and therefore a 
•* mere ^<fl of power, having neither the nature nor obligs^ 
" tion of law/' 

Again, another of thefe Remonftrances affirms, that ** the 
•' liberty of Marriage is a natural right inherent in man* 
** kind, — that this right is confirmed and inforced by the 
•* Holy Scriptures, which declare marriage to be of Divine 
•* inftitution, and deny to none the benefit of that Inflitu- 
^ tion, — that the Law of Nature and Divine Inftitutions,^ 
^ are not reverfible by the power of human Legiflatures/' 

This language, i apprehend| is firidlly conformable tq 

the 
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the dofSlrinc of the Article, and is not to be confuted biit by 
fliewing, that human Legiflators have the authority which 
is here denied them. 

It is true, there are conceflions in both theft Remonftran- 
ees, which may feem to favour the reftri<5lions in the AH to 
prevent clandeftine Marriages ^ but really do not. For though 
it may be true, that the Legiflature *^ has a power of pre- 
" fcribing rules to marriage, as well as every other fpecies of 
•* contraA*' though it may be expedient, that Minors ** ihould 
" not marry without the confent of their Parents or Guar- 
^ dians,'* yet the general dodlrine laid down before, will 
make thefe allowances utterly infignificaiat to eflabliih the 
▼alidity of that Law. 

For who are Minors with refpecfl to a capacity for Mar- 
riage ? '* None," fay our good old laws, " who have attain- 
" ed the age of Fourteen ;" and Minority and Impuberty are, 
with relpe(ft*to marriage, fynonymous terms, as may be. 
feen in our Law-books. Nature indeed, as well as experience, 
feems to have fixed this period to determine the difcretion of 
a man, as well as his other capacities for marriage ; for al- 
lowing the impediments laid down in our laws, to be perfect- 
ly confident with the natural said /criptural rights of the 
Cbriftian man^ what Youth of Fourteen years of age does not 
.know, in what degree of confanguinity he is, dr is not rela*- 
ted to the woman he defires to marry ? or whether he is un- 
der a precontrall to any other womap, and fo of the reft. 
The difcretion therefore, of the Article, plainly means a com- 
petency of judgment with refpe^fl to the ejjentials of mar- 
riage, and is then fufficiently exercifed, when the man's 
choice ftands clear of thefe impediments. If you carry dif- 
cretion with refped to marriage, to any otjier particular in- 
ftances, I am afraid you will find as many who, if we jtid^ 

by 
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by events, have wanted difcretion after twenty-6ae, as have 
nvanted difcretion before it. 

As then the natural rights of a man to contradl matrimo- 
-ny do, by an almoft univerfal confent of divine and hu- 
man laws commence with his fifteenth year, or his age df 
Puberty^ upon what evidence are we to judge, that divine 
Providence has permitted human Legiflatures to deprive the 
man of his choice, and confine him for feven long years 
(which with refpe6l to great numbers is confining them for 
life) to the abitrary will of one man, who afts by no rule of 
:Law, and perhaps upon no better motives than thofe of 
avarice or caprice. 

Though I have a ftrong prejudice in favour of tv&pf 
thinjg of this fort which appeals for its fanAion to the word 
of God, rather than to the commandment of man, Ido not 
know whether I fhould wi(h to be underftood, that 1 give 
the 4>reference to the Article, or the Proteft, in comparifoa 
with thefe Laws*. All I mean to fay, whatever I may 
think, is, that there is a manifeft difagreement between 
our Thirtyfecond Article of Religion, and thefe two Law8. 
Which of them is the more excellent^ is a queflion rather f«p 
tay Lords the Bilhops, than for us, who, having no mitred 
character, muffoWoYi the Law at all events. And their filence 
on pafling of both thefe Laws (one Diflcnter excepted) can- 

♦ My old friend Urbdn^ a moft iealotts Devotee to all political and ecdefiafti- 
cal €ftal>li(hments, hath lately prdented as 'with an important Paper^ contaioifig 
a DerrwifiratiM of the Truth of the Tiirty^nme Articles of Relq^i6&» from Scrip- 
ture. How he hath acqaitted himfelf in other refpeAs^ let the Foreft judge. J 
have only to remark, that, having the fear of embroiling the Crown with the 
Chorch before his eyes, when he comes to this Thirty -fecond Article, he Is fo ftr 
-from demonftrattng the Truth of this laft claufc of k from Scripture, that, with* 
prudent rejerve^ whii;h would do honour to a Privy CoiiRftHcr, he t1<>e« not xbdfe 
to mention even the Contents of it. See 77>e CentUman*s Magazine for j4pri1, 
177a. p. i6o. 

not^ 
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not^ I think, be btherwife accounted for, than by the fup* 
poiition, that their Lordfhips thought the Article and the 
Lanvs were perfe<5lly reconcileable to each other. 

But fhould not their Lordlhips have confidered, that what 
may be clear to them, is not always fo to their numerous 
flocks, the very meanefl of whom has his claim of a divine^ 
as well as a natural right to Marriage, which the Article 
feems to fccure to him in a way that does not admit of the 
reftriftion laid upon him by the Ail to prevent Clandejline 
Marriages. And as their Lordfhips have thought proper to 
adhere to all and every of the Thirty^nine Articles, againft the 
Petitioners of February 6^ would it not have become their 
charity to have explained to the public, by what fort of 
i^afoning this Article of our public ConfeJJion of faith might 
be made to (land its ground againil this feeming contra* 
vention: of a fblemn A6t of Parliament ? 

We read in hiftory, that, when the Duke of York had 
married the Earl of Clarendons daughter, in the year 1661,' 
** The King ordered (bme Bifhops and Judges to perufe the 
•• proofs the Lady had to produce. And they reported, 
•• that, according to the Doflrine of the Gofpel^ and the Lavj 
** of England^ it was a good marriage } fo it was not poiE- 
•* ble to break it, but by trying how far the matter might 
•* be carried againd her for marrying a perfon fo near the 
^ King without his leave*." That is* to fay, how far the 
crime was a capital one, forfne or imprifonment would not 
have nullified die marriage. 

Here was a clandeftine .piarriage under every description 
of that offence, yet by a happy coincidence of the Gojpelj 
and the Law of England^ fuch as it was in thofe days, this 

• Bmaet, Hift. O. T. foL vol. i. p. i68« 

was 
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iTras z marriage it nOas not pofftble to breaks but by an arbi-* 
trary a<Sl of power, which even Charles II. would not ven- 
ture to exert. 

For my part, I fhould not think the Prelates of our times 
at all lefs competent to judge a matter of this nature, than 
the Bifhops of 1661. Would it not, therefore, have be- 
come them to have fatisfied the people, (who are perfuaded 
that the Gofpel is what it always was from the beginning) 
that the conne(5lion between the La'w of England and the, 
Go/pel^ ftill fubfifts unbroken, notwithftanding thc^ late Or 
mitations of the natural rights of marriage I 
• I have fometimes amufed myfclf with trying what I could 
do towards reconciling the thirty-fecond Article of ReligioU) 
with the tenor of the A<51 of Parliament, prefuming, there 
might be no more difficulty in the attempt, than Father Siuf' 
clair found in trying to accommodate the firft period of the, 
feid Article with the decree of the Council of, Trent ^ which 
anathematized all who held the marriage of a Prieft to be, 
valid jure dtviwy notwithftanding it was judged to be null> 
and void^ jure ecclejiaftica *. 

But here a difficulty fuggefted by Biihop Burnet made mt 
defpair of fucceding in my trials. " It may be juftly 

doubted,"- 



* Expos. Paraptraft. tA. 3. oAavo, p. 395. Sinclair, iodeed, made bat' 
poor vfork of it on this artidcj^ and in the confdoofiiers oF his loefficieQCj, pro* 
ceeds to exprefs his hope, that the church of England might in time be brought 
to approve the Piety of Trent, ^idni fperemusy fays he, morem ilhtm antiquum 
it fanHum (confining the clergy to a vow of celibacy) denm obtenturum, dum 
memorias nv/lras refricant, it publica illarum confiietu£num et decretorum imprip 
fione recenti, animos fiorum ad eandem /an6fimoniam put/ant. Thts might bc^ 
confidcred as a kind of prophetic hope, not very unlikely to be fulfilled, at the 
time Sinclair's book was publifiied. ^ Who can tell what future times may pro- 
duce ? To confine oar youth to a fcven years celibacy from- their puberty, is no 
imh<^ful way to inure them to the fame reftraint for the reft of their lives. 
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^^ doubted^'* iays xYm good Bi&opy ^^ whether tbc chiu^li 
^^ can make a Law that (hall reflrain ail the Cl^gy in tbo& 
" cultural rights^ in which Chrift has left fAitmJrct. The 
'^ adding a Law upon this head, to the laws of Chrift, 
^\ feem&'to affume an authority that he has not given the 
" church */' Now, the latter part of the Article feeming 
to extend this natural right to all Chrijlian men^ and another 
Article haying defined the church to be a congregation tf 
faithful fneny I could not -be fore, but the civil powers might 
be comprehended, under this idea of the viftbk church of 
Chrift^ and consequently prohibited to make any Law to r«- 
illrain this matmal right of Chriftian men ; and I. fhouM cer- 
tainly have concluded, there was no way of vindicating the 
Law, but by difmifling thefe two Articles, had I not luckily 
l)ethought me of the Fortieth^ which would autborife a fiib- 
icription even to the inftitutions of a Pagan Frieflhood. 

And yet I know not how it comes to pafs, the impofers 
cf this Jupptemental Article, do not always feem to be ««- 
formfy orthodox in explaining the dodhinal propoiition it is 
mnderftood to contain. 

** We have certainly a right," fays an eminent Orator, 
•* like every other fociety, to exa^ a compliance with what- 
•* ever doiStrines, ceremonies, and forms we eftablifh, from 
** thofe^ who receive Ae public money for that very pui:- 
'' pofe t." 

To be fore, the Labourer is only then worthy of his hire, 
nvhen he performs the work for which he is paid. But this 
is very little to the cafe in hand, unle& they who are ih- 
trufted with the difpofal of the public money, have a right 
to eftablifh what doi^rines, ceremonies, and forms of reJi- 

• Sumet on ArU 32. • ' 

t Sec the St. Jameses Chronicle, March 3, 1772. 
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gion they pleafe ; a point of right which fbme people are dif- 
pofed to queftion *." 

*' Had I poflTeffed a vote/' fays the fame fpeaker, *• when 
.-" the Direhory was going to be eftablifhed, I would have 

" divided 



t " The power of the LcgiQature is limited," fays the cdebrated JtamSf 
^ not ooly by the general rules of natural juftke, and the welfare of the oommu- 
** nity, but by the forms and principles of our particular conftitution.*' Dedica^ 
tim to his Letters, 1772, p. vi. ** The difcretion of an Englifti Judge," fays 
' atit {zmt Jumusy •* is not of mere will and plcofitre, — it is not arbitrary, — it is 
^' not capricious. — But as a great Lawyer ICoke} fays, Difcredon, ukea as it 
•* ought to be, is, dijttrmre per kgem, quid Jit jujlum. If it be not direfted by 
'< the right line of the law, it is a crodced cord, and appeareth to be unlawfiiL** 
P« 313 rf vol. ii. See more on this fubjeft, by Sir jdfiph Jekytl. Peere Wil- 
liams ii. ^85. N. B. This doArine takes in the Ugijlative, as well as the execu* 
five authority. But the principles of our particular Churclrconfiitutim, make 
tbe Law if GOD the only foundation of a right to e(bbli(h the do^rines, ceremo* 
Dies, and forms of our religion, and confequently, the rule of le^dadve Difcre* 
lion The droll mortal, who entertains the public weekly with his jokes on 
. what he calls patriotic paragraphs ^ and the Prefacer to a fpurious edition of Ju* 
fuus's Letters, will needs fether them upon the Orator above quoted. I appre* 
hend the paflages juft dted, compared with that to which they refer, may afibrd 
a fuffident conhiution of that furmife. But if any iwjlbi remain, let the whole 
tenor of this fpeech be compared with the following ftrong expreflSons of Jumus'% 
fenfe of our Church-affmrs^ and their Managers. •* An honejl man, like the 
« true religion, appeals to the underftanding, or modeftly confides in the inter* 
** nal eridence of his con/cienee. The impoftor employs force inftead of argu* 
•* mint!* (i. e. exafts compliance) " impofes Jilence where he cannot convince^ and 
•' propagates his charafter by the fword." Utters, Woodfall's edition, vd. ii. 
p. 130. Speaking of one Mr Homers *' fcafting with a rancorous rapture upoa 
*' tbe fordid catalogue of his friend's diftreflcs/* he adds, " Now let him go 
** back to his cloiftcr, the Church is a proper retreat for him. In his principks^ 
•* he is already a Bifbop!* ik p. 195. Again, charafterifing hioafelf under the 
fignature of Phib Junius, " Thefe candid cridcs never remember any thing he 
^' IJunius^ lays in honour of our holy religion ; though it is true, that one of 
^ his leading arguments b made to reft upon the internal evidence, which the 
** purejl of all religions carries with it. I quote his words, and conclude from 
t* them, that he is a true and hearty chrifUan, in fuiflance, not in ceremony % 

*' thoiigh 
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N 

^ divided for the Common Prayer ; and had I lived when the 
" Common Prayer was re cftabliflied, I would have voted for 
•* the DireSioryy .Upon what principle, dear Sir, would 
you have taken this ground ? — Evidently, from what goes 
before, upon the Principle of Public Peace, and becaufe 
he would defend every thing already eftablifhed, from the 
Pope's Viceroyjhip^ down to the Roman Augurs* Geefe and 
Chickens. 

But, hold a little . The Gentleman does not chufc 

you fhould run away vrith thb glimpfe of his real principles. 

<* Aough poflibly he may not agree with my Reverend Lords the Bifliops, or 
^ with the Head of the Church, that prayers art morality^ or that kneiling if 
<' nMgimV ib. p. 2^^* Once more, *^ His Majefty's predeceflbrs (excepting 
<< that worthy family from which you, my Lord, are unqueftionably defcendcd) 
'' had ibme generous qualities in thdr compofition, with vices, I confefs, or 
** frailties in abundance. They were Kings or Gentlemen, not Hypocrites or 
^ Priefts. They were at the head of the church, but did not know the valcne 
V of their office. They iaid their prayers without .ceremony, and had too littk 
'' prieftcraft in thdr underftanding, to recondle the fan£limoniou8 forms of reli- 
*' gion, with the utter deftruftion of the morality of their people.'' p. 250. 
Can die man who pennM thefe fentiments be fuppofed to be fo utterly loft to all 
lenfe of confiftency, at to deliver a fpeech in fupport of a human eftablilbment; 
(pro(e£Bog, however, to be founded on the pureft cf alt religions) fraught with 
argumenu and topics, equally favourable to the eftabli(hments of Rome pagan or 
papal, of C$nfisntincple, or even of the Cape of Good Hope ? What EngliOi ProP 
teftant would not weep to think that he (hould have an advocate of Junius'i abi* 
Mdes and pretenfions to int^rity, who» after nobly aHerting his political pri^ 
leges with powers of reafooing and language, fuperior to all the mafters of elo» 
quence upon record, (hould, in a frothy declamation, calculated for the views of 
a minifter he detefts, and the underftandings of a majority he defplfes, abandon 
tU the forts of Chriftian Liberty, and deliver up a fet of honeft, confcientious, 
Bbend-minded Gendemen and Scholars to the tyranny and infults of prieftcraft 
andliypocrify, from which he would have us to underftand he has fo fuccefsfuUy 
emancipated himfelf ? Is that the way to give its proper value to morality, above. 
fht JanBimonious forms of religion ? Impoffible ! To identify the writer and the 
fytikcr, is treafott againft virtue, morality, chriftianity, common icnle, and ha* 
nan oatire. 

M 2 And 
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Afld therefore (moft confidently t<^ be furc wkli \Bhat had 
gone, before),,^ gives it as the obvious (resKl ^enfibU) re^foa of 
this cpnducSl in the cafes of the Common Prayer and the i?i- 
wiloryy ** that they were not effentially different j nekher €^ 
*^ thenx contained aijy thing contrary to the fcripmres^ or 
'^ that could ihock a rational ChriQ:iaQ> And the Ankles 
** appeared to him in the fame lighjt/' 

Was it well done ? Was it like Cajfms^ to defert the F«r- 
hcth Article^ the Sb/i;^r of ajl Scruples^ the Secmcilfr of all 
Cdntradiiiionfj the Adjujler of all Prevarications^ aad to p«t 
the iflue upon the merits of the Thirty ^nine ? What inuft be 
done with the compliment paid him by Dr, H ■ x , as die, 
decifive finifh^ of the whole controve^fy ? Will the ortho^* 
dpx be permitted to let it reft upon his bare aifertion, that, 
" there i^ nothing in the thirty-nine Articles contrary to 
*' fijripture ?"^— If npt^ muft not fome of them,^ out of mere 
gratitude, be obliged to find /vw/i fo? ijt, and^ by that 
means be carried once more into the wild fea of Tbcologi- 
eal Controverfy ? And what Apology will he make to the 
ingenious, Founder of this. Fortieth Article, for remitting hinx 
to a mode <^ Defence^ for which he fceras tp be totaUy un^ 
prepared, and which even Minifteriat encouragemeat wouldi^ 
I conj,e<Slure, hardly roufe him tp undertake ? 

*^ for my own part,'' fay& the Gentleman, " I anS no 
*^ friend to innprations kit religion,, when the people are.nor^ 
** in confequence of fome religious abufe, much aggrieved. 
** That was the cafe at the Reformation^ and then would I 
" have heartily concurred in the alteration at that time 
** made, had I been a member of this Houfe^" 

But can we, can the Gentleman himfelf be certain, that 
he would have concurred in the alterations made at that pe- 
riod? Were not the fame arguments ufed by the Nonre- 

JormirA 



Digitized by 



Google 



(.93 ) 

fmners ogjaiuift the alteratians tbtn^ that this Orator apfdies 
tp th^ pircfent oecafioii ? Ti&i? dijlurbame of P«A/iV P^o^r^ the 
dagger of vmliipfying Hcrefus^ and the fufficicnt perfiflion of 
the do^rifies^ ceremmiesy ^nd forms then ejiablijhed ? Is not 
the qweftion irciw, whether both clergy and peopie are noc 
a^;grieved by the fubieripdo^s eflablifliecl ? Is it no grievance 
to a, conftientious people,, that their Mi^iders are brought 
under the disagreeable dilemma, either to withdd from 
them what they are perfuaded is the pure word (f God^ or 
%E>, fall under the reproach of having faLGfied. their fubicrip^ 
tioa* ? Did the Gentleman never hear the; fcripture quoted 
ifSk contradi(5lioa to the dp(flrine of an Article? Did he not 
heaif it aiSrmedv that fome of the Articles were cmrarx te 
fcripturc^ and Jhocking to rational C^riftiam .^ Did not Ibme 
%£ thoi^ who pppof^ the Petition, decline the defence of the 
Articles? Ai^d mu(l we take an.jjj/^ dixit from an: indivi- 
dual who^ cannot he fu|>pGiied to- have eXapiinied the Articles 
by the ftri4^r«,. with more accuracy and precifion, than 
]jfi^ h^&Qk don(e by a L^rd of the Treqfury ? k i$ very 
likely that this Flftulatum ihould be furrendered to him 
wiihiEHit iotsk^ little debate. I quefti^n whether Dr. Tucker 
Iximfclf wQiftld grant it,, without the qualifying woards,, m 
the main. What then may be the confequence of fits 
tUng aQ laft on the merits of the queftion/' Too probably 
the revival of that Hydra of Controvirfy^ which would put 
^n^ ol* his coadjutors to fb much espence for opium and man^ 
dragwa to quell and ftijpify it. . 

I fliall have the lefs to fay concerning fubfcriptions exafl* 



• Ohferve^ the Pricft is required at his ordination to promile " to teach no- 
•* thing (as required of neccffity to eternal falvation) but that which he fhall be 
«^ PERSUADED may be concluded and proved by the faipture.'* 
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ed of Students and Graduates in our UniverfideSy as die pro- 
priety of them is univerfally given up in every department, 
but tho(e where the mod fubflantial reafbns for aboliihing 
them, appear from the plained matters of fadt. Even the 
Dean of Glocejter faciifices thefc fubfcriptions to propriety in 
the reafon of things^ though by that conceilion he gives no 
inconfiderable blow to his fecond Pojhdatvm. Acadotnicai 
Degrees are certainly honourable^ though not fo lucrative dif^ 
tinhions, as Deanries or Biihopricks. And as they are con- 
ferred in ordine, ad temporaJia^ the Gentlemen of Oxford have 
given us reafons, as good as the beft of Dr. Tucker\ why 
thefe candidates for offices in the clerical Jbcietjy ihould ha 
bound to the centre of Union^ as firmly as they who are to 
enter upon prefent pay *. 

The Academical Guardians of Cambridge indeed, appeap, 
to be in an odd fituation. They feem to be fenfible, bow^ 
good and joyful a thing it is for brethren to dwell together m 
unity ^ and wilh, no doubt, to exemplify the Pfalmiffs exhor-^ 
tation, by coming to a perfedly right nnderftanding with 
their Oxonian Riniinen. But the difficulty is, how this 
league may be brought about with a perfedk favif^ to the 
honour of both thefe learned bodies. The Cambridge-men^ 
on the one hand, will not, I fuppofe, readily reprobate the 
wifdom of their predecefibrs out of mere compliment to (?x- 
ford. On the other hand, it may be depended upon, that 
Oxford will never fhake hands with them, till they give her 
a reafon, why fubicriptions at matriculation were abrogated 

^ ^ See A complete cdleftioli of Papers, which have been publiflied in Oxford^ 
on the fobjcft of fobfaipdon to the thirty oinc Articles, &c. at Matriculation. 
Leacreft. 
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^t Camhridgt^ which may perfedly confift with d>e Wii3om 
of Oxford in continuing them. 

In the mean time the world is at gaze, how this aflair, 
which hath created fo much perplexity to all true friends to 
iubfcriptions, will end; This teft can hardly be continued 
in the Univerfities without fome refleflion on the wifdom of 
ibme of the mod ilrcnuous Adverfarics of the late Petition, 
who were candid enough to confefs, that Academical Sub- 
fcriptions had no colour of Reafon to countenance them. 
On the other hand, it would not be decent to drop them 
without giving fome reafon }—7^i«r reafon^ perhaps, which 
the vigilant Petitioners might hereafter find the means to 
turn to their own advantage. 

It was lately my fortune to fall id company with an an* 
cieht, learned, and moft worthy Divine, who had formerly 
been chaplain to an eminent Prelate, not long fince deceafed. 
He told me he had carefully read all the arguments that had 
been ofiered, for ezcuiing ftudents and candidates for degrees 
in the Univerfities, from fubfcribing the thirty-nine Articles ; 
and he aiTured me, there were very few of them which 
would not equally conclude for excufing nine in every ten of 
thofe who had offered themfelves for orders during the time 
he had officiated as examiner on thofe occafions. Perhaps 
the firft extract in the following Appendix^ may help the 
reader to conceive the probability of this account. 

And to the reader I leave it, whether the conclufion of the 
Colleilum I have juft referred to, may not be applied with 
the fulled propriety to the Tra^ in favour of fubfcription 
which have been aimed at the Petitioners, without confining 
it to Oxford ot Cambridge. Here it is. 

^^ Such are the mod materi&l objedlions to each particu* 

" lar 
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'^ Ur Hypodiefis.'*^ {vix. upon ^hich the ^^^/W^Ublbrifu 
tions are defended.] '^ A prefumption un&veiirsible to diem 
^^ ally it Q»»ft' be adcaewtedgedy arifes from hence, that in 
** 4iie place'' [rro^ Kiagdom] ^^ where this Teft hadx £b long 
*^ obtained, die vtvy iperibns who have required it, and 
^^ who condmie to |>9ftroni2e i% are not only not agreeid 
^^ what mode of Dtfentc 'd^ ns^ rely om, but ieem ev^a at 
^ a lofs w^r^;/ interpretation they ihall give to an A^ wlK>ie 
^^ ^/ md natural xMi^Kton they are afraid to avow/' 
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A P P E N D I X. 



ExtraSl from a Pamphlet^ intituled^ Advice from a Bifhop, 
in a feries of Letters to a Young Clergyman [his Nephew] 
Printed for M, Cooper, Pater^no/ier Row^ ^759* Let- 
ter ii. p. 17. 

' ^** Whether the Subfcription now exaded at our ad- 

** mifljon into the Church, and which fome of the Qergy 
-^* have confidered in the fame light with the bigotted mem- 
f^ bers of the church of Rome, to be made according to the 
" fenle of the Compilers (a), and not as Articles of Peace, I 
^* fay, whether this hath not a tendency to abate fuch a ferious 
^ fenfe (^), in thofe efpecially who coniider it in that light', 
^ and muft necejfarily {c) therefore be guilty of Prevarication, I 
-•* will not determine : but it hath always appeared to me t6 
** be a point, which deferves more confideration than I couM 
^ ever get bellowed upon it. The church, we know,, doth 
•* now not fet up for infallibility ; and infaSl (d) doth not 
-•* require any other fubfcription, than what is neceflary 
•• to Peace and Order : But then this Ihould be pubUdy and 
" explicitly declared {e\ and not be left liable to any mi^ 
^ apprehenfion from weak and unthinking people, either to 
^* their own ofilence, or the condemnation of their brethren." 
Again, p. 19, ** There is no one pretends to deny,, that 
•* the firft Reformers from Popery were obliged npon their 
*^ own principles, to rejeA that authwity which the church 
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** of Rome had aOTumed as its undoubted right ; and that 
** all their proceedings fhould be warranted by the exprefs 
" Word of God (/). Accordingly, when thefe Articles, 
" declaring the Faith and dodlrine of Chriftianity, were 
*^ drawn up for the clergy, they wefe drawn up with 
*' a view to diftinguifh themfelves from thofe whom they 
" had reformed upon ; and by an A61 of the Legiflature, 
" a fiibfcription to them was made a qualification for or- 
" ders in the church. The authority claimed by the church 
*^ of Rome for eftablifhing articles of faith, was of another 
*' nature, — pretended to be derived from God, — and made 
*• fubfcription almoft as facred and explicit as an oath {g). 
** Our anceftors prefumed on no fuch authority : they 
" knew and owned themfelves to be fallible : nay, they 
* were fo far from requiring an aflent to human compofi- 
*' tions, with the fame flri<5lnels as to the word of God, that 
" in one of the Articles, it is exprefsly declared, that what 
cannot be proved by fcripture, is not to be required of 
** any man to be believed as an Article of Faith. Our Re- 
formers were fenfible and honeft men ; but the age in 
which they lived, had no extraordinary light and know- 
^* icdge in religion (h). 

** A confiderable modern vn^iter of the church of Eng- 
** land,'* (I believe his Lordftiip meant the late Dr. Water- 
land) " hath been pleafed indeed to difcover, that the com- 
pilers of thefe Articles were not able to exprefs their fen- 
** timents in apt and proper terms ; becaufe the very Ar- 
" tides which they defigned as an explicit teft againfl Armi-^ 
" niani/hty are very capable," he faid, " of an Arminian fenfc^ 
** You would be furprifed to find this man of the firft 
^* fenfe and learning, not only attempting to prove, that the 
!* Articles are capable of an Arminian conftrudion, but alfb 
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" that in their moft obvious and plaia interpretation, they 
" do fupport that dodrine. But the modefty of the Gen- 
" tleoian is Hill more confpicuous when he complains of the 
" Unitarians for fubfcribing the Articles of the Trinity. Be- 
" caufe their fubfcription is to be juftified by the fame way 
•* of reafoning j and it would have puzzled him extremelyt 
to find an anfwer to this plea, that the fecond Article in 
the natural import of the words, is in favour of the Uni- 
tarian Syftem, and diredly levelled againft the ortho- 
" dox explication. But this by the way (i). 

^* At the time when thefc Articles were firft compiled 
*^ as a confeflion of faith in the church of England, the 
*' greateft part, if not all die clergy, were rigid Calvinifts,- 
** and they intended to declare in favour of the dodhine 
*^ which they believed. This was the rife and defign of 
" thefe Articles of Religion, we are now to confider their ob- 
^ ligation. A fpiritual obligation (i), Ihave already told 
** you, the Reformers were obliged, upon their own prin- 
" ciples to difavow. They difcarded all pretenfions to in- 
^* fallibility, and they could do no otherwife, or their fepa* 
^* ration from Rome had been highly criminal. The Legif- 
^ lature afterwards ratified the Articles, to diftinguifh, or 
** to vindicate this feparation from Popeiy, which had taught 
** other doArines (/) ; and that they might exclude the men 
•* of that religion from intruding into the church of Eng- 
•* land, they required thefe Articles to be fubfcribed by all 
" their clergy. The obligation, you fee, therefore, is merely 
** of a civil nature (w), and the explanation of the Articles, 
^ from that time to this, hath been various and uncertain^ 
** Different interpretations of the fame point of do<5bine, 
•* have been allowed and approved by the governors of our 
^ church, as orthodox, a latitude hath been taken, and pro- 
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^^ fefledly, by many of the grcateft churchmen, in ibme 
" points ; and ought therefore to be allowed in others, as 
^ well as them. Compare the writings of our clergy in 
^' both kingdoms, for almoft an hundred years paft, with 
^* the Articles, and fee if you can find, that they tally on 
" the points which are commonly called. Calviniftical. If 
'^ not, the fame rule of lubfcription may be fallowed in all 
^* other cafes, which the highefl churchmen have followed 
*' in this without blame, ever fince the days of Archbifhop 
'' LAUD («)• . 

" Indeed the aflStir of fubfcription is pretty much the fame 
*^ with obfoletc Adts of Parliament, which, though not for- 
*^ mally repealed, have loft their force (^). The Legiflaturft 
** hath not thought it proper to make any change in the 
** forms which were at firft eftablifhed for an admiilion 
** into the church, though it is well known, that the fen- 
" timents of almoft. all her members, in fodie points, are 
** greatly changed. For it is likewife known too^ that as 
** words are only arbitrary figns of conveying our ideas, fb 
*' the iame figns may be continued, though the thing fignir 
** fied be greatly altered ( p). Thus though there is no fpiv 
" mal repeal of the tifual terms of fubfcription by the Le-^ 
^ giilaturd, in which thefble authority we know i$ vefted, yet 
** the main end of fuch fubfcription being attained (y), it 
** indulges the clergy with a liberty of affixing diflerenc 
ii ideas to the fame words, though foreign perhaps fyom^ 
** thofe which were originally defigned. 

" The Legiflature may be aflured, that there never was, apd* 
*' I will verttiu^ to fay, there never will be, a fubfcription ta 
^^ all the Articles, according to the plain fenfe and meaning 
^ of the firft compilers : and as it hath never been decla<«> 
".red, that fuch alone is the fubfcription which is requi-» 
** red, by depriving thofe whofe public writings contradiA 
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this original fenfe, it is evident, that a fubfcription is allow^ 
ed in any fcnfe which is agreeable to the word of God (r)* 
For he who fubfcribes the Articles in a fenfe equally con- 
fident with the public good, and the rights and proper- 
ties of his fcllow-fubjeds, equally anfwers the intention 
of the Legiilature in the law which requires any fubicrip- 
lions i and, abftradled from the force of ttxt law, ecclefi- 
aftical impofitions in a Proteflant church, are imperti- 
nent and vain (/). Why a fubfcription to thcfc Articles 
is ftill required* ift our church, though the fentiments of 
het clergy are fo much altered, is another quefUon, I own, 
which, it is natural for you to aik, but which a veifer man 
than I am cannot anfwer (/)/' 

REMARKS. 

{a) His Lprdihip is here very confufed. But he fcems to 
mean, that the Rcnnifh clergy and people receive and fub- 
icribe the forms of their own Church in the &nfe of the 
compilers of them; and that ibme.of our. own clergy have 
takea fubfcription to our Articles in the fame light, with* 
out confidering them as Articles of peace^ which may be 
fubfcribed in any fenfe the words will bear. And this his 
Lordfhip calls bigotry. 

(b) How a fubfcription to a form in die original fenfe, 
intended to be ezprefled by the compilers of fuch forms^ 
^^ tends to abate the ferioufnefs of fuch a fenfe,*' is utterly 
incomprehenfible. 

(c) Thisi I think, implies, that every one who fubfcribes 
the Articles in the fenfe of the compilers, mufl neceflanly 
be guiky of Prevarication. 

(d) His Lordfhip is here ftrangely mifUkea. The church, 
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mfdSiy doth require an explicit fubfcrijrtion, which, what- 
ever the church may fet up for, cannot de jure be required 
by any church which doth not fet up for infallibility. 

{e) But a public and explicit declaration would probably 
tend to difcover, that the church hath no real authority to 
require this fubfcription ; which the church, perhaps, may 
think a greater inconvenience than the mifapprehenjton ofnveak 
unthinking people ^ or the ferce contention of fubfcribers coa- 
cerning original and literal lenfes.' 

(/) The compilers could hardly think themfelves war- 
ranted by the exprefs Word of God, to make articles of 
faith which were utPwarranted by the word of God. Either 
therefore, they deferted their own principles in making and 
impofing fuch Articles, or if the making and impofing fuch 
Articles was confident with their principles, fubfcribers 
muft be bound by the fenfe of the compilers. 

(g) No oath can be more facred, or more explicit, than 
the terms of fubfcription to our thirty-nine Articles. The 
authority, therefore, which enjoins this fubfcription, muft 
be of the fame nature, and muft pretend to be derived fronl 
the &me fcurce fr6m which the church of Rome pretends 
to derive her authority. 

{b) All this only proves, that the Church's profejftons arc 
inconfiftent with her aflions^ iii this matter of fubfcription. 
Whatever ii\t fenfe and honefy of thofe, who compofed and 
enjoyned fubfcripion to thefe Articles at the firft, might be, 
his Lordihip's plan of juftification leaves us fuflScient room 
to queftion either th^ fenfe y or the honejly of their fucceffors, 
who pretend to more light and knoivledge in the prefent age. 

ij) This inftance only ferves to fhew, what ridiculous 
Ihifts men of learning are put to, when the honour and au- 
thority of the church are to be fupported againft truth, 
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cliriftian integrity, and common lenfe. Dr. Waterland^ poor 
man, was only accounting for the profeffions and conduSi of a 
large majority of his orthodox brethren. 

(k) His Lordlhip fhould have laid, not, A Spiritual 0^/i- 
gation^ but a Spiritual Authority. The obligation is upon the 
iubfcribcrs ; and my Lord is apologifing for the impofers. 

(/) According to this accoimt, the Compilers meant one 
thing, and the Legiflature another. The Compilers intended 
to eftablifh Cal^nnifm^ as true religion ; the Legiflature only 
as a dodrlne di/tinfi from that of the church of Romf. Ar- 
miniamfm was then the dodtrine of the church of Rome. The 
confequence is, Afminian fubfcrij>crs go againfl the fcnle, 
not only of the Compilers^ but the fenfe of the Legijlature ; 
and mud not all this be very edifying to a Chriftian and 
Proteftant people? 

{ni) The obligation is no farther of a ci'vil nature, than 
it binds to an aflent to thofe articles which relate fo ci^uil 
Government^ viz. the King's Jiipremacy^ and the authority of 
the civil Magtjlrate. Where a man declares his Faith with 
relpedl to religious do^rines^ his confcience is, or ought to be 
concerned ; and under whatever obligation he lays himfelf 
by fuch declaration, it is mod undoubtedly of a fpiritual 
nature, by whatever authority it is injoyned. Whatever 
authority impofes terms of religious obligation upon the 
confciences of Proteftants, is an ufurped authority. In this 
cafe, it is Faiium contra Frotejlationem. 

(ff) His Lordlhip is here a little inconfiflent. He here 
goes no higher for the variety and uncertainty of interpreta- 
tion, than die days of Archbifhop Laud. But he dates it 
above, from the time when the L^fiflature ratified the Arti- 
cles ; and what is more, he fays, thefe diflferent interpreta- 
tions have, from that time to this, not only been allowed^ 

but 
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}?Mt, af proved hy the Governors of our Church, as orthodox. 
So that, according to his l.ordfliip, there has been no ^an^ 
dard of Orthodoxy in our Church from thefe early days pf 
pur Reformation, to the prefent times. Surely men of fqifb 
muft think we have had a ftrange fet of Church Governors^ 
who have, for more than two hundred years, approved a* 
praiflice in fubfcribing thefe Articles, which the Articles 
themfelves declare they were agreed upon to prevent. * j 

{o) But if this is the cafe, why is fuch oppofition mad^ 
to the repealing of thefe Articles ? Why are the men who fb- 
]icit fuch repeal, branded as. perfons who want to dejlroy the 
Church,' puly for yepcioving from her a teft of.which fhe 
jnakes no ufe, or an ufe that is worfe than none, an ui!^ 
which ferves^ fpr nothing but to fhew, that neither the 
Church nor her Governors have any fixed Principles, and 
are as, much at a lpf$ fpr an uniformly orthodox conieilioi^ of 
their faith, as if they had no Articles of Religion ?it all I ,. 

(/>) That is to fay, though the thing fignified, be not fig- 
nified. 

(}) Pray, my Lord, what is the end attained by inforcin^ 
this fubfcription ? It is impoffible it fliould anfwer the end 
,of a teft of any thing, while men are allowed to hold, and 
approved in holding any things confiftently with their fub- 
fcription ? As your Lordihip has dated the cafe, fubfcrip- 
tion is a teft of nothing, but the lubferiber*s ability to write 
his name. 

(r) J3ut who fliall judge of the agreement between the 
fenfe of the fublcriber, and that of The word of God ? If 
this is left to the fubfcriber himfelf, why would it not be 
as ufefiil , and edifying to fubferihe to the word of God at 
once, as to an artificial interpretation of it, upon which he 
may put his own fenfe ? 

{s) His 
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(j) His Lordfliip has told us before, that the obligation 
to fubfcribe^is merely of a civit nature ; and here he tells 
us, that to liibfcribe in any lenfe which is confiftent with 
the fublic good^ anfwdrs the intention of the Legiflature. 
Now had his Lordihip been prefent at the debate on Fe^ 
hmary 6, he would have heard, that the ptdiic go&d of ftib- 
fcription has no connedlion with the ^^^fi the fubfi:nber 
puts upon the Articles, whether agreeable to the word of 
God or not. And this likewife feems to be his Lordlhip's 
own account of the intention of the Legiflature ; who, it 
feems, have never deprived any man for the heterodoxy, 
of the fcnfe he puts upon the Articles he lub{cribes* And 
if, as he farther fays, ** ecclefiaftical impofitions in a Pror 
" teftant church," (by which, I fuppofe, he means impoling 
ixibfcription as oi fpiritual obligation, or a matter of cotir 
feience) " are, abllradled from the force of the law, im- 
" pertinent and vain," one cannot conceive for what pur- 
pofe he fhould fpeak of ** any fejifc which is agreeable to the 
" word of God," (as neceflary to the " allowance' of a le- 
gal fubfcription) whofe operation in the prefent cafe, his 
Lordfhip hath fo effedlually excluded. 

(/) This is honeft enough ; and amounts to a confeflion, 
that his Lordihip hath been foaping the Negro. Whether 
My Lords our prefent Bifhops are difpofed to acquiefce in 
this account or not, I am not informed j perhaps they may 
)iave changed their mode of defence. Be that as it may, it is 
well known that this foUd^ true^ and con/i/ient account, has 
b^n more than once recommended to perfbns who expreffed 
fome doubts concerning this affair of fubfcription. Having 
prefented the reader with this benevolent inflrudlion of a 
Bilhop to his Nephew, we fhall next exhibit the fentiments 
of a writer to a Bifhop,. which has appeared fijice the Peti- 
tion was rejeded. 

O No IL 
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Extra£b from a pamphlet intitled, A Letter to a Btjhopy oc 
cqfiwed by a late Petition to Parliament for relief in the 
matter of Subfcription. London, Printed for J, Wilkie^ St. 

• Paul'b Chuxch-yard, 1772, with Rema]i:s. 

LETTER. 



ii 

il 
U 



** The Petition aimed- at more than moderate men could 
approve ; it tended to the abolilhing all tefls, by repre- 
fenting all fubfcriptibns to be inconfiftent with the fun- 
damental principles of a Proteftant church, as implying 
an infallibility in the compilers of the forms fubfcribed to, 
and confequently deflroying the indefeafible right of pri- 
vate judgment." p. I J 2. 

REMARK. 

The omiffion of Ibme words and cxpreffions in this pa{^ 
fage, which are not omitted in the Petition, tends to impofe 
upon the public an abfblute falfehood. The Petitioners do 
not reprefent all fubfcriptions to be inconfiftent with the 
fundamental principles of a Proteftant church. They de- 
clare only againft fubfcribing to the didates of men of like 
prejudices and infirmities with themfclves, and who can have 
no competent authority to impofe fubfcription to their dic- 
tates, before they have proved themfclves to be infallible. 
The fundamental principles of a Proteftant church acknow- 
ledge no teft but the ivord of Gad contained in the fcriptures, 
and this the Petitioners acknowledge, exclufive of all tefts of 
human device, and to this I prefume, they wi^l moft willing- 
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ly fubTcribe^ asji teft which comes fr6m an infallible fimrce^ 
The fubfequent reaibning, fo far. as it is founded upon this 
^fiAif ^w(to9^ is void of all ftrength and pertinence. 

LETT E R. 

** A;defigfn of fuch conleqiience as that which was In- 
** tended to produce ft great alteration in our ecclefiaftical 
^ eftabli£bment, wanted the recommendation — of our cede- 
" iiaflical Governors efpecially, within whole immediate 
*^ province the matter in quedion lay, who, on that ac- 
** count, had a right to be confulted, and whofe concurrence 
" would have given it great fupport.— — In a cafe immedi^ 
•* ately refpedling our church-eftablifliment, the Houfe of 
" Commons was not perhaps the place, from whence ftich a 
^ defign could, with mod propriety, take its rife/' p, 3. 4. 

REMARK, 

If this Gentleman is in earneft, (of which, I hope, thera 
is no room to doubt) he will find, that^^ti; as he fuppofes 
our exceptionable things to be, (let us take Dr. Tucker's con* 
ceffions for an inftance) the alterations required to re<5lify 
them, would far exceed the alterations intended to be pro- 
duced by the Petition, both in magnitude and number. But 
when you are to form the catajlrophe of a Tragedy, all 
forts of fBions are allowable. However the fadl may turn 
out, this Gentleman may certainly be enabled to prove, 
whether his wifdoxn, or that of the Petitioners, is of the 
more fortunate family, by making his propofals to the Bi- 
ihops in the firft place, and poftponing the Commons, till 
their Lordfhips think fit to Call for their fandion. For, firft 
or laft, the Commons muft have fomething to do in a bufi- 
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acft oi this ibrt ;' «ittl if they are pcarmitted fo^^eliberate upcm 
t^efe alterations at all, it is not mnch matter whether diey 
do it in the jirjt^ or iii the J&cmd inftance. 

L E T T E r; 

T< < tt latroft be «mfef]^, that the^rafe of'fufcil^ptitfns, 
<* as they Jiow fUnd i>y law, is far £rom being^ vmexdep- 
•* tionable, and is certainly capable ^i great ataMndment/* 

R E M A R K. ' 

If this is true, and if the cale of fubfcripdons lies withia 
the ynore immediate province of the Bifhops, it is, and it has 
been, for, many years, the more immediate duty of the Bi; 
fhops, to take away the exceptionable matter, and to make 
the requifite amendments^ without waiting for an application 
from the Petitioners, or from any other fet of men whatever* 
The Bifhops have oet done this* The Bifhops have nor at- 
tempted to do it. The Bifhops have not fhewn the lead pa- 
Jblic concern to have it done, and there is no apology to be 
jnade for them, but either that the cafe of fuWcriptions is 
not within their Lordfhips' more immediate province, or that 
the cafe of fubfcriptions, as they now fland by law, is unr 
exceptionaUe* , 

LETTER. 



u 
u 
.ii 



** It mufl: alfo be cojifefTed, that if fubfcriptions to the 
Articles and Liturgy be really required in the moft rigo- 
XQus fenfe the words will bear, this carries with it fuch a 
ibidbiefs of afl^t to a fet of propofitions, fome of much 
,difficulty and great obfcurity, as, from the very nature 
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" of the hnman mmc!, a number of men cannot truly gjve, 
** and wiiijch therefore it is unfit to require/' p. 6, 

REMARK. 

If I underfland tlus Gentleman^ he meant to fay in open- 
ing his cafe, that no ecclefiafjical edablifhment could (ubfift 
without a T^, coijfequenlly not the ecclefiaftical eftablifh- 
ment of the church of England, widiout requiring fubfcrip* 
tions. But furdy, if we admit, that more or lejfs rigorous 
fenfes may be put upon die words wi fiibfcribe, the idea of 
a Teft, afcertaining the uniform aflent.of fiibftribers to the 
fkme do<5lriAes vanilhes away. And though one number of 
men cannot tnily give fuch ailridneis of aflent to the diffi- 
cult and obfcure propofitions in our Liturgy and Articles, 
there is another number of men who Jay Aey can. And if the 
church requires fubfcription as a 7>/?, thefe latter are cer- 
tainly the men whom the church ought to approve, even 
to the exclufion of thofe who fay they cannot. Upon this 
plan, MefL Madan^ Topladyy 'Tietas^ Shirley^ ahd thdir bre- 
thren, ought to be countenanced and preferred by the 
church, above all who have written agaidft th^ni; For they 
lay^ and I believe they truly fay, that the mofi rigorous fenft 
the woyds will bear, was the fenfe of thofe ivho drtnv up t he- 
Articles^ and injoined fubfcription to them, and which^ con- 
fequently, remains the genuine lenie of them to this hour. 
But as an exclufion would be incoiwenient to the other num- 
ber, who, *• from the very nature of the human mind, can- 
" not truly give their aflent to the Articles, in the fn&t/l 
^^ fenfe the words will bear,'* they are obliged in fdhy 
and by the form of fubfcription, to give their aflent to 
them in the very fame terms that they do, virho fubfcribe 
them in the ftriSleft fenfe the words will bear^ and that for a 
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purpofe plainly and exprelsly fpecified, viz. For the avoi^ 
ing of diver fities of opinions^ and far the eftdblifhing of confer^ 
touching true Religion^ without any regard to the nature of 
the human mind. 

LETTER. 

" Perfedl unanimity in. fuch fubjecls is a thing in fa<Sl 
" unattainable, and therefore a certain latitude of interpret 
** tation has been^ as I conceive, claimed to themfelves by 
the greater part of thofe who fubfcribe, fropa the reafon 
and ncceffity of the thing itfelf^ from great and refpeda- 
ble-, I had almofl faid, legal authorities, and from the pre* 
vailing fenfe and pra^ijce of iht prefent church." p. i6» 



CC 



R E M A R K. 

This writer, ip far as iie rjeally wiflies that things that 
;are wrong or exceptionable in the church of England, may 
be redlified and amended, and takes o£f frivolous objedlions 
jto fuch amendments, deferves the thants of all honeft men, 
jand with this part of his performance I fhall not interfere, 
.whatever I piay think of his ^expedients in compariibn with 
Jthat of the Petitioners, But when he attempts to palliate, 
^and plaiflcr over the griiavance, as in the paflage juft quoted, 
fee njiuft expufc me, if I cannot commend either his candor 
.or confiftency^ Jle is here contending for a Latitude^ which, 
Jiowever it may be taken^ is certainly not given^ . It may be 
true, that " jiiianimity in fuch fubje<fls" [I fuppofe he means 
fuch fubjecSls as the fubjedls of our Articles] " is. in fadl uur 
*' attainable,*' but if procuring Unanimity^ and preventing 
Diverfttyy ^re the fame thing, both they who compofed, and 
tthpy who eftablilhed our Articles hjJLaw^ took it for grant- 
ed, 
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tjd, that unanimity wa« m/dff attainable ; and their purpojir 
to attain it hj fubfcription, is exprefsly declared, not only 
in the title of the Articles, but by the terms in which fub- 
fcription is enjoined in the 36th Canon. Both the Church 
and the Law acknowledge and declare this purpofe to this 
hour, and will continue to declare it fa long as thofe forms 
remain, and common language is allowed ta convey com* 
mon fenfe. Our Author fays ** a certain latitude of inter- 
** pretation is claimed." But a certain latitude is capable 
of being defined and fpecified i whereas nothing can be 
more indefinite or uncertain than die latitude taken. And the 
latitude wliich implies that a negative and an affirmative are 
the fame things is juft as juftifiable as a latitude confifting 
in ujQng a wprd in the fuWcriber^a (nvn fenfcy, which has a 
Afferent meaning in the Article^ That is to fay, neither 
the one fort or the other of thefe Latitudes is juftified either 
by the Church or the Law^ notwithftanding the pradlices or 
opinions of all the Lauds^ the Bumets^ the Bulls^ or the 
Hoadleysy which the Letter-writer can mufter up. 

LETTER. 

•* It feems to me, doing but an ill ofBce to our public 
** eftablilhment, and ta our clergy who^adl under it, to en- 
** deavour to reprefent this liberty fo juft and reafbnable in- 
itfelf, I may fay even neceflary, as Unlawful, by arguing 
againft the legal authority of a Royal Declaration, and 
treating Bifhop Bumct'% Cafuiftry as fraudulent and jV 
fuitical.'* p. 22, 23* 



cc 
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R E = M A R K. 

It is doing a much worfe office to a Public Eftablilhment, 
which pretends to be founded on the word of God only, ta 

reprefent 
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reprcfent it is allaviing of z, Libfcrty txy prevaricate^ and tx> 
pervert common language from its genuine fenfe, merely to 
avoid the imputation of ufurping an audiorityi which the 
faid eltablifhment in its moft folemn declarations occq/ionally 
renounces. If Bifhop Burnet's cafuiflry is really jefuitical 
and fraudulent;, it is a real fervice to the public eftablifh- 
ment to Ihew that it does not efpoufe it. Was it a good 
dffice t© tile public eftablifhment to condemn fubfcription to 
the thirty-nine Articles, as a great impofttion ? Biihop Bur- 
net j however, did this ; and having done it, what end can 
hife cafttiftry be fuppofed to anfwer, but to enable the St^ 
fcribers to he a match for the Impofers^ in their (rwn way ? 
With refpe(5l to the Royal Declaration, the Letter-writer's 
arguments in fupport of its legality^ will do juft as well for 
K.ing James the Second's Declaration for Liberty of Con- 
fcience. The Houfe of Commons branded the former as 
illegal and unconflitutional, upon the fame principles, that 
the convention Parliament {jkigmatized the other. And I 
cannot but hope the Letter-writer was a little miftaken in 
the principles of the Bifhop to whom his pamphlet was ad- 
drefled, if he thought to make his court to him, by ad- 
vancing fuch dodlrine, 

L E T T E R. 

** It is underftood on all hands, that both the clergy and 
^' the laity have departed in many inftances from the opi- 
-* nions of our firft Reformers ; and it is prefumed, that 
^' they have in fuch inftances depisirted rightly, from the 
" great improvement of religious knowledge, and the fupe- 
^* rior advantages which we, iii confequence of it, have en- 
** joyed. Shall we be called back again to preach dodlrxnes 
** which are almoft forgotten, and at which every congre- 
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gation, wlio are competwit judges of thtfJ», ^Jrould b* (Un- 
prized and difgufted ? Would this be the beft arid moft 
^* editying way of performing our bbligatiohs to that 
** church in which we acft as miniftefs, and of fulfilling 
^ with good faith, the promifcs We made when we under- 
^* took the office ? I apprehend no fuch congregation would 
" wifli their Paftor to acquit himfelf of his duty in fuch i 
^' manner ; or accufe him of prevarication and fraud for* 
accommodating old expreffions, where they can be ac* 
commodated, to what is acknowledged on all hands mbrd 
conformable to fcripture and good fenfe." p. 27, 2S. 

REMARK. 

This general departure of both clergy and laity from the 
opinions of the firft Reformers, (fuppofirig it to be true,) li 
the ftrongeft poffible argument, in favour of the Petitioners, 
for laying afide the opinions of our firft Reformers, as ftan- 
dards of orthodoxy in the church of Etagland, and for ad* 
hering to the promife the dergy make when they midertakd 
the office of Paftor, viz. to teach the people nothings as necej^ 
fary to falvation^ but what they are perjuaded may he proved 
by the fcriptures. What opinion muft the laity have of the 
clergy, when they come to know, that in general, they daily 
fubfcribe ex animo to the truth of opinions which they have 
forlaken, and which they are obliged to forfake, or to 
break the folema promife they make when they undertake 
their office ? Will not every congregation, which confifts of 
competent judges of the cafe, conclude, they can have no 
dependence upon the fincerity of fuch Paftors ? On another 
hand, if both clergy and laity have departed rightly from 
the opinions of our firft Reformers, why are thofe opinions 
ftill retained in the church of England as ftandards of 
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Eafth ^abd Do^rin^ for both her Clergy and Lait;7 i I izy 
for both ; for it is well known, that feveral Divines of th€ 
eftablifliment have held, and yet hold the Laity to be bound 
by the do(5lrine of the Articles, as well as the Clergy who 
iubfcribe them. I cannot avoid, on this occafion, congra- 
tulating the Letter- writer upon the good fortune he has 
met with in having a congregation, who are competent 
judges of thofe points of much difficulty and great obfcurity^ 
fome of which it Ihould feem, have puzzled fbme clerks of 
no defpicable abilities. 

Dr. Tucker feems not to have been fb happy. He tells 
us, that common congregations know not the difference be- 
tween Arianifm and Sabe^Uianifm, and yet he fays, that with- 
out this knowledge, the Athanafian Creed cannot be under- 
ftood. I take it for granted, each of tliefe Gentlemen took 
their meafures of the competemy of common congregations 
from the portions of knowledge they fouad in the congre- 
gations to which they have miniftred refpe(5lively. But 
with refpe(fl to the matter of fadl, is this Letter-writer the 
only man in the kingdom who is ignorant^ that very confi- 
derable numbers, both of Clergymen and Laymen^ ftridlly 
'adhere to the opinions of the firft Reformers ? That many 
of the clergy fo adhering^ carry oiF large congregations 
from thofe Pallors who depart from thofe opinions? That 
confiderable numbers, even in the congregations of thefe 
depaffing Paftors, refufe to hear them, becaufe they have fo 
departed ? It is not confident with the Letter- writer's niedejty 
to fay, that ^// thefe adhering clergy are either abfolutely 
unlearned^ or relatively ignorant of the improvements he fpeaks 
of. It is not confiflent with his charity to fay, that thefe 
adhering congregations are lefs . competent judges^ than the 
congregations which have departed. It would not, \ am a- 
fraid, be confiflent with truth to affirm either of thefe 
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tiimgs. And it is . moft certain, that what die departing 
ckrgy call accommodation^ the adhering, clergy and people 
CdX\ fraud and previarication^ without ceremony or circum- 
locution. By the reftriflive claufe in this extrad, 'uiz. 
where they can be accommodated^ the Letter-writer feems to 
ackuQwicdgie, that thdre iire iiiftances, where, foch exprcf-rf 
fions as he refi^rs to, cannot be accommodated either to fcrip-n 
tvire or good fenfe. What (hall we call the Latitude that is 
taken in fubfcribing /i)^- expreflions? Mcdmmodation yre 
cannot call it; and if we muft not call it Prevarication^ it 
feems to be incumbent upon the Gentleman to furniflx u5 
with a tenji which may iarc the credit, of the departing fub- 
fcribers. Are inconfiftencies of this kind hociourable to i 
public eftabUlhment whi?h claims to be founded, on the 
word of God? Is it honourable, is it a, good office tofuch 
.public eftablifbment, to defend fuch inconfiftencies by ex-r 
dimples and precedents, taken from difpenfatipns ajad fubr 
terfuges ufed in our Law courts, and other forts of inter- 
courfe of fecular commerce ? Is it becoming the office, or 
the obligations of our fpiricual watchmen, to fit ftill and fee 
this unedifying ftate of things, without fo much as attempt- 
ing to redrefs it, or explaining themfelves to the public, 
wJUy they. do not? Is it fufficierit to.fay, that " Alterations 
" are full of obvious difficulties ^ and perhaps of unforefeen in^ 
** conveniences^ from which even good Statefinen and ho- 
*' neft Divines may fhrink without our fpecial wonder?'* 
•Was the rifque to be run upon attempting fuch alterations, 
greater to my Lords the Bifiiops^ than to a few private Cler- 
gymen affembled at the Feathers Tavern? Thefe worthy 
iew, it feems, faw no difficulties or inconveniences which 
the Legiflature might not have removed without any ill con- 
fequence. Arid other people are apt to fey, that the Lay 
part of the Legiflature would have found no difficulties or 
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iuconveniences ia' graining the Prayer of the Petitioners, i^ 
the Bifhops l\ad not figoified^ their umvittittgnefs to have it* 
granted* Bxit i vdll prefs the Letter-«writer no farther to 
account for this condvuSl of our Church. GovemoFg, Hi& 
benevolence and candor in ihewing a defire xxyfru his peti- 
tioning br^hren/ram, ^2n uneq/meft and difquict ofmindy ^wbicb 
can arife only from their inugr^ty ; deftrve their thanks, a*id 
ttiore pafticuJarly his obfervation, that ^^ fubtirfuges and r^- 
^ fcnves are always painful to hon^fl and' ingenuous minds ; 
^ and when men have no finifter end in view^ but mean 
^ only to difcharge the office they undertake faithfully, 
^' they fubmit with reludiance to whatever has the appear- 
^' ance of thefe, to whatever may give others the moft dii^ 
^ tant fufpicion of their honour and integrity.** p. 32, 33. 
Which the Dean of Glocefter may compare at his leifiire, 
with his own decent and chriftian propofol to xhe fcrupulous^ 
to take on with the DiiTenters. 



No IIL 

Extrad from -4 ColkSiion of favcral pieces cf Mr. JOHN 
LOCKE, puhiifhed by Mr. DES MAIZEAUX, printed 
for R. Franklin, 1724. 

Among theft pieces is, A Letter from a certain perfon of 
Quality to his Friend in the. country^ ^ffw/n^ an account of the 
Debates and R^olutions of the Houfe of Lords j in April and 
May 1675, concermi^ a Billj entitled^ An AA to prevent the 
dangers which may arife from perfons difaffedted to the Go- 
vernment. 

The prcuention of theft darters confifled in a Teft to be 
taken by allfucb as eryoyed. any beneficial office or employment^ 

ecclefiqfiical^ 
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etxkju^kat, cwit^ 9r mititary^ Privjf Coun/elfofSj Juices of 
the Peace"^ and Mitnbers 6f both Houjes. '1 be debates upon 
that part o€ this Tcft which concerned the civil Government 
ire not to my prefefia: ptirpdfe. The latter patt of it ran 
thus. 

/ d0 fu^ar that I iviH not endecpvtmf to alter the Proteflant 
Religion^ or the Government either of Church or State. 

When this oath came to be debated, — ** The Earl of 
*^ Shaftsbury very well urged, that it is a far di^erent thing 
** to believe, or to be fiilly perfuaded of the truth of the 
*^ dodlrine of our church, and to fwear never to endeavour 
^ to alter : which laft muft be utterly unlawful, unlefs you 
" place an infallibility either in the church or yourfelf j 
•* you being otherwife obliged to alter^ whenever a clearer or 
** better light comes to you (i). And he defired leave to 
^ a(k, where are the boundaries, or where fhall we find 
^ how much is meant by the Protejlant Religion ? 

" The Lord Keeper, thinking he had now got an advan- 
" tage, with his ufual eloquence, defires it might not be told 
" in Gathy nor Publtjhed in the Jlreets of Ajkalon^ that a Lord 
*** of fo great parts and eminence, and profefling himfelf for 
*' the church of England, fliould not know what is meant 
** by the Protejlant Religion ! This was feconded with great 
" pleafantnefs by divers of the Lords the Bifhops (2). But 
" the Bifliop of Winchefter, and fome others of them, were 
'^ pleafed to condefcend to inftrudl that Lord, that the Pro- 
" teftant Religion was comprehended in the XXXIX ^r- 
** ticlis^ the Liturgy^ the Catechifm, the Homiles^ and the 
*^ Canons. 

" To this the Earl of Shaftsbury replied, that he begged 

fb much charity of them to believe, that he knew the Pro- 
** teflant Religion fo well, and was fo confirmed in it, that 

'' he 
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«^ he hoped he fhould bum for the witnefs of it, if Provi- 
" dence fhould call him to it. But he might perhaps think. 
*^ fome things not necejfary^ that they accounted ejfenttal ;^ 
" nay, he might think fome things not true, or agreeable 
" to the fcripture, that they might call dodlrines of the 
" church. Befides, when he was to fwear, never to endea- 
" vour to alter ^ it was certainly neceflary to know, how far jj? 

** the juft extent of this oath ivas. But (ince they had told 
*' him, that the Proteftant Religion was in thofe five trafts, 
*^ he had ftill to aflc, whether they meant thofe whole TraAs 
\e Proteft?int Religion j or only that the Proteftant 
n was contained in all thofe, but that icvery part 
fe was not the Proteftant Religion, 
tiey meant the former of thefe, then he was ex-^ 
*^ tremely in the dark to find the dodlrine of Predeftnation^ 
" in the 1 7th and i8th Articles to be owned by fo few great 
'^ Dodlors of the church, and to find the J^th Article to 
" define the church dire<flly as the independents do (3). 
" Befides the 20th Article, ftating the Authority of the Churchy 
** is very dark, and either contradi<3:s itfelf, or fays no- 
** thing, or what is contrary to the known Laws of the land. 
" Befides, feveral other things ii) the thirty-nine Articles, 
have been preached and writ againft by men of ^eat fa- 
vour, power, and preferment in the church (4). 

He humbly conceived the Liturgy was not fo facred, 
being made by men the other day, and thought to be 
" more differing from the diffenting Proteftants, and lefs 
eafy to be complied widi, upon the advantage of a pre- 
^' tence well known unto us ail, of making ffuch] Ahera-; 
*• tions as might the better unite us ; inftead whereof, there 
*' is fcarce one alteration but widens the breach (5), 
** And no ordination allowed ' by it here (as it now ftands 
^'* laft reformed in the Ail of Uniformity) but what iis cpifco-^ 
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" paJ^ infbmuch that a Popifh Prieft is Capable, wbei* coa- 
** verted, of any Church Preferroeht, without Re-ordination ; 
" but no Proteftant Miniiler not epifcopally ordained, but 
" is required to be re-ordained : as much as in us lies, »«- 
** churching all the foreign Proteftants that have nor Biihops ; 
*' though the contrary was both allowed and pradtifed from 
" the beginning of the Reformation, till the time of that 
*' Adl, and feveral Bifhops made of fuch as were never or- 
" dained Priefts by Biihops (6), Moreover, the uncbari- 
** tablenels of it was fo much againft the intereft of the 
" Crown and Church of England, (cafting off the depen- 
** dency of the whole Proteftant Party abroad) that it would 
** have been bought by the Pope and the French King at a 
" vaft fum of money ; and it is difficult to conceive fb 
*' great an advantage fell to them merely by chance, and 
** without their help, fo that he thought to endeavour to ai- 
*^ ter^ and reftore the laturgy to what it was in Queen 
" Elizabeth's days, might confift with hia being a very good 
•* Proteftant. 

** As to the Catechi/mylic really thought it might be mend- 
*• ed ; and durft declare to them^ it was not well there was 
" not a better made* 

^^ For the Homiries^ he thought there might be a better 
** book made ; and the third homily, of repairing and keep- 
** ing clean of Churches, might be omitted (7). 

*' What is yet ftranger than all this, the Canons of our 
^^ Church, are diredily the old Popifh Canons, which are 
^^ ftill in force, and .no other ; which will appear if you 
** turn to the ftatute 25. Hen. VIII. c. 1 9. confirmed and 
** received by i. Eliz. where all thofe Canons are eftablilh- 
ed, until an alteration fliould be made by the King, in 
purfuance of that A<fl, which thing was attempted by Ed^ 
ward VI. but not perfc(Sed, and let alone ever fince, 

"" for 
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^^ ^F whitt HfSooBf die Lords the Biihops could beft tell (8). 
^^ And it was very hard to be obliged by oath, not to endea- 
^^ vour to alter^ either the Engiiih Common Prayer Book, or 
" the Canon of the Mais. 

^^ But if they meant the latter, that the Protejlant Reli- 
** gion is contained in all thofe, but that every part of thofe 
** is not the Protcftant Religion^ then he apprehended it might 
** be in the Biihop's power to declare, ex poji faBo^ what 
♦* is the Protcftant Religion or not, or elfe they muft leave 
** it to every man to judge for himfelf what parts of thofe 
^' Books are or are not j and then their oath had been njuch 
*• better let alone (9). 

*^ Much of this nature wag faid by that I-ord and others, 
^* and the great officers and Bilhops were fo hard put to it, 
** that ihcj fecmcd willing and convinced to admit of an ex- 
** pedient." 

In confequence of this feemng wHlingnefs, certain expe-- 
dients were offered by certain Lords, who thought as Lord 
Shaft shury did ; particularly (m by Lord Grey o£ Rolfion. 

*' But,'' fays the Narrative, ** the Lord Treafurer, whp 
** had privately before confented to it, fpeaking againft it, 
** gave the wojd and fign to that. party, and it being put 
** to the queftion, the major vote anfwered all arguments, 
^* 4nd the Lord Grey^ propofition was laidafide (10)." 

R E M A Jet K & 

(i) The duty of altering upon the acceffion of mor^ %^f^ 
U fo manifeft upon the principles of the Protcftant Religion, 
that they who afljrmed upon a late occafidn, that no altera- 
tions were necejfary^ muft be pbliged to affirm alfo, that alr 
moft an hundred years are elapfed without th^ leaft addi- 
tion tp the light afforded to thefc Divines of Charles the 
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Second^ time ; in whofe good company Dr. Tottie accord- 
ingly thinks it an honour that he and his fellows arc re- 
proached for prevarication. 

(2) Thefe facetious Biftiops were certainly wifcr in their 
generation, than the Bifhop oiWincheJler. They had a {launch 
majority on their fide, which made explanations quite imnc- 
ccfTary. They were well aware of the confcqucnces, this 
moment they fhould make a ferious anfwer to the Earl of 
Shaftsbur/s demand. 

(3) His Lordfhip meant, that, according to this 19th 
Article, ** EVERY congregation of faithful men, in the- 
" which the pure word of God is preached, and the facra- 
" ments be duly miniftred, according to Chrift's ordinance, 
** in all thofe things that of necefEty are requifite to the 
^* fame,'* is a true, vifible, independent church of Chrift. The 
Article is evidently aimed at the- pretenfions of the Roman 
church, which claims to be the only vifible catholic church 
throughout the world, and, as fuch, the Head of all parti- 
cular churches, and intruftcd with the power of appointing 
ordinances and officers to rule and govern them all. Now the 
dodlrine of the Article could not be urged in its full extent, 
againft this pretence, without fubverting the claim of every 
national chuvchj to appoint ordinances and officers for the par- 
ticular churches within the limits of the civil jurifdidlion in 
which it is eftablifhed ; that is to fay, without efpoufing the 
plan of the Independents. Old Rogers faw how hard this would 
bear upon our own national cftablifliment, and therefore, in 
analyfing the former part of the Article, he forges two pro- 
pofitions, which are neither exprefled nor implied in the 
terms of the Article, i;/z. i. There is but ONE church. 2. The 
vifible church is a CATHOLIC church. Which was giving 
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back to the Romanics, all that the Article meant to take 
from them. But this Article hath of late puzzled others^ 
more than it did old Rogers. Archdeacon Tottic ^who, by 
the way, hath compofed a ndv creed^ with the requifite for- 
malities of, We believe^ &c. and hath had the honour of 
gaining the qffent and cwfent of the clergy of his Archdea- 
conry to the numerous articles of it) having accommodated 
the terms of this 19th Article to his purpofe of difguiiing 
the plain fenfe of the 20th, tells his audience, " We are 
" there" [i.e. in this 19th Article] " told, that this church" 
[the church in the 20th which hath power to decree, &c.] 
*' noiay err, even in matters of Faith." What church may err 
in matters of Faith ? Surely not the church in the which 
the pure ivord of God is preached^ at lead fb long as that 
church continues to adhere to what is preached. The Arch- 
deacon goes on. ^ And it," [the 19th Article] ** in/iances ia 
*' the churches of Jerufalem, Alexandria, and Antioch, as. 
" well as Rome." That is to fay,, the Article inftances in 
Churches wherein the pure nvord of God^ is not preached.. 
But what are thefe injlances to the church wherein the pure 
nvord of God is preached ? Is the church of England one fuch 
Church, or not ? Why, a — yes, but — " Dr. Tottie never 
" heard that the church of England ever laid any claim ta 
** infallibility." Perhaps not ; but did he ever hear the 
church of England, or anyone of thofe who are authorifed ta 
fpeak for her, acknowledge that fhe hath erred^ with the 
fame candor and freedom with which the 1 9th article taxes 
the churches of Jerufalem, 8cc. to have erred ? The Church 
of England therefore claims to be an unerring church to-day^ 
whatever fhe may be to-morrow. And it is undoubtedly in 
this capacity, that Ihe claims power to decree rites and ce- 
remonies 
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remonies, and authority in controverfies of Faith, a power 
and authority which Ihc cannot pretend to, if fhe is put up- 
on a level with thofe churches which bai/e erredj not only 
in their living and manner of ceremonies^ but alfb in matters of 
Faith, fot no church can have power or authority to de** 
crce erroneous ceremonies, or to decide in favour of erroneous 
Articles of Faith. And yet if the Archdeacon's argument, 
drawn from the 19th Article, hath any view, it is to put 
the church of England into the fame circumftances with 
the churches of Jerufalem, Alexandria,. Antioch, and Rome, 
which have erred both in maimer of ceremonies, and mat- 
ters of Faith, and confequently, have no power or authori- 
ty to decree the one, or decide the other. — ^But perhaps wc 
are feeking for a meaning where the honed Dignitary had 
none, but to raife a little duft to accommodate his logic to 
the fagacity of his audience. See Dr. Totties charge, 1772^ 

p. lO, II. 

(4) As this hath continued to be the cafe ever fincc 
this period, a colledlive view of thefe preachings ^i\d ivri^ 
tings for a hundred years by pad, might not be uncdify- 
ing, and may perhaps be exhibited in due time,< and will 
ferve to give us fome notion of the extent of that latitude^ 
faid to be allowed in his Majefty's Declaration, under which 
the orthodox fubfcribers Ihelter themfelves to this hour. 
And as Dr. Tot tie juftly obferves, though this Declaration 
fhould not prove to be legal, fuch an exhibition vrill fhew, 
that, what fbme people in this degenerate age, call Preva^ 
rication, is completely juftified by the pradice of thefe emi^ 
nent lights of our church in Charles lid's days. • 

(5) One would hope that no argument can be drawn 
from the fate of the Difienter's Bill in a certain Augud 
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Affcmbly, that the fame wretched policy is ftill in vogue 
amongft us* 

6. I have heard it faid, that as the A(5l of Uniformity, I4. 
Car. IL hath no healing retrofpeftive claufe confirming 
thefe prefbyterian Ordinations, if the ordination of an in^ 
cumbent of the prefent time could be clearly derived froiA 
one of them, though an hundred years ago, the law would 
oblige fuch incumbent to be reordained, before he could 
be intituled to the profits of his Living. And even then, he 
would have to fhew, that the rcordaining Biihop could 
make out his fucceilion from King ffarr/s Bifhops, without 
one break in the epifcopal Manoeuvre, by the unhallowed 
hands of a Prefbyter : and whatever may be the Laiv, this 
we know is the Divinity^ which entitles our brethren, the 
Catholic Priefts, to ftep over the threfhold without the cere- 
mony exadled of our proteftant adverfaries, who have only, 
it feems, pretended Holy Orders. 

(7) His Lordfhip probably, propofed the omiffion of this 
Homily, in confideration of the little importance of the fub- 
jeft of it, when compared with the reft. Or perhaps, he 
might fee in it, (as who may not) fome traces of that very 
fuperftition, which is cenfured in the three foregoing dif- 
courfes, Agavnji peril of Idolatry ^ and fuperfuoiu decking of 
churches. A fort of Peril of which, it feems, we need not 
be apprehenfive, fince a certain enlightened Dignitary pub- 
lifhed his book intituled, 77?^ Ornaments oj Churches confidered^ 
'with a particular View to the lafe Decoration oftheparijh church 
of St. MARGARET, Weftminfter ; wherein the author lays 
himfelf out to confute all jhe arguments urged in the faid 
Homilies, ^gamiifetting up images in churches, with a profu- 
fion of learning and zeal^ which would not dilgrace the 
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fuStlety or the caufe of a[ Beliarmine. The orthodox of the 
prefent mode would, I am afraid, be difpleafed with us 
ihould we iay, that neither this writer, nor the eminent 
Doctor who decorated the chapel in Charlotte-Street^ with a 
pidlure of the Annunciation^ could flibfcribe the thirty-ffth 
Article of the Church of England, without a fpice of^revw 
ricatian. Both of them, no doubt, had their falvos. Both 
of them, no doubt, faw the neceffity of aflerting the reli- 
gious honour due not oply to the virgin MARY, but to St. 
GEORGE of Capadocia, and St. CATHERINE of Alex- 
andria^ againft the Fanatics ^ who were for adhering to the 
plain fenfe of two or three obfolete Homilies. 

(8) Tfaefe Laws o£ Henry Will, and '^/izj^/*, {land juft 
as th^y did in 1675, under the Provifoy that *^ fuch Canons, 
*^ &c. be not contrariant or repugnant to tlie Laws, Sta- 
*' tutes, and Cuftoms of this Realm, nor to the damage or 
" hurt of the King's Prerogative Royal \* which gives many 
of them a currency in our Ecclefiaftical Courts at this day. 
The Reformatio Legum Ecclefiajlicarum^ prepared in the reiga 
of King Edward VI. was intended to put the Canon Law 
upon a lefs exceptionable footing. Perhaps matters are juft 
as well naw as that Reformation would have made them ; 
■but why all other Reformation of the Canon Law fliould be 
Ut alone for two hundred years, is a queftion that is fre- 
quently aiked, but not eafily anfwered. The plan of the 
intended Reformation of the Ecclefiaftical Laws^ took in the 
modification of Dodlrines. Dr. Totiie hath condefcended to 
take an Article from it, for the ufe of his neiv creed. Had 
the Petitioners ventured upon fiich a ftep, they would have 
been told of their prefumption in departing from the efta- 
bliflied Faitk 

(9) By 



Digitized by 



Google 



} 



somen °, n° '^"''« to a„V ^"'' ''^^ .1. 

f "ted o„ "'if °^ '=''"&?''°" for t '•'• » f^ 
^"" *= «-^ f^' '■'=%iou! „ "" ^A'/J^" '^ "^M 

*^^*» y?^ ivhat 



1 



*s: 



Digitized by 



Google 



:6 ) 



fcriomkfi 
* 7b ois': 
f the lak: 
?r in tkk 
of meait 
yiews ofi} 
cie, M,. 

the am 

youfoi 
which k 
notlotii: 
bofegm 

inns 



M 



Digitized by 



Google 



( 126 ) 

(p) By good luck, it was let alone. But a commodiousyS^- 
cedaiieum in the 36th Canon hath made the lofs of this oath 
the Icfs to be regretted, particularly as the fubfcriptions there 
enjoined, do not leave it to every man to judge for himfelf 
what parts of thofe books are, or are not the Proteftant Re- 
ligion ; fuperfeding ail ex pofi falio declarations but one, 'viz. 
that the eftablilhed dignity of thofe five trails renders the 
whole unalterable^ and uking away all occafion of fpecifying 
the particulars of the Proteftant Religian. 

( I oj How happy are we in thefe times, when the major 
vote is of no fervice to any caufe, without the fuperior ar- 
gument ? But the cafe is indeed too ferious for pleafantry, 
unlefs it is the pleafantry of the ^winners. To others it muft 
be a fubjedl of unfeigned fbrrow, that the leaders of our 
Theological Fafliions are got no farther in the (cience of 
Church-policy, than the fyftem of a iet of men who con- 
formed their Proteftant difcipline to the views of a Popifh 
King. Ye fpirits of Burnet^ Tilktfon^ Locke ^ Clarke^ NeixM- 
ton, Hoadlejj &c. what is become of your Labours j to pre- 
pare the minds of the rifing generation for the execution of 
the generous plan of ChrifUan Reformation, you fo clearly 
pointed out to them ! What of the Hopes, which fome of 
you expreffed, that religious oppreffion could not long fur- 
vive the xe-eftablilhment of civil Liberty by thofe gracious 
Princes who delivered us from the Politics of a Petre and a 
Bolingbroke ! But the fcene is too mortifying for a retro^ 
fpedl. Well may we fay with Ophelia, 

— — Woe are ive, 
T'have feen ivhat ive havefeen, fee what nve fee. 

FINIS. 
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